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time and again-it has been repeated over and over to-day-about 
the delays that would occur on the Nicaragua route by reason of 
a vessel having to stop in the nighttime. These engineers show 
that there is no difficulty whatever in using the canal at any hour 
of the day and night, and they particularly call attention to the 
fact that there are no fogs in that climate to obscure the light 
which might be given by electricity along the line of the canal 
the darkest night. The atmosphere is free from fogs. 

Mr. President, I do not want to run this argument into the 
night. I merely wish to ask Se,nators to consider this project as 
having been advocated by the people, advocated by both political 
parties, passed upon by both Houses of Congress, and passed upon 
by one of them almost unanimously during the present session, 
passed upon by all of our States almost-all in favor of this par
ticular Nicaragua route. Now , because we have a flash light 
from a decayed and fraudulent company an offer to purchase 
the old canal at Panama, with all its miserable memories, we are 
abandoning that which the House has sent to us, the Hepburn bill. 
If you do not want to defeat a canal-if that is not any part of 

the purpose, and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. HANNA] assures us, 
and we are bound to believe him, that that is no part of the pur
pose-why not go along with the House with your own record, 
when you had the same information in every respect that you 
have now, if you leave out the French bargain which has been 
offered to you? Not a fact has been changed. 

You voted for it in substance by 17 majority. Mr. HEPBURN 
had it passed and sent over here last session. It is true we did not 
have time to consider it. We were very busy about more impor
tant matters and we never had time to consider it. It has come 
across my mind-and I might just as well speak it out now-that 
there was a purpose to defeat any canal at any time to be built 
by the United States, because it interfered very materially with 
other busine s interests. But, Mr. President, if you do not want 
to defeat any canal at all, why not go along with the House? I 
do not personally know Mr. HEPBURN, bu.t I have heard a mar
velous account of thenervehedisplayedat Stone River and Chick
amauga, and I do hope to God that there is a large part of that 
courage left. 

During Mr. PETTUS s speech, 
Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senat-or do me the kindness to yield 

for a single second? 
Mr. PETTUS. Certainly. 
Mr. SPOONER. I of course have the right to perfect the sub

stitute which I .have proposed to the bill, and I have drawn some 
amendments to it. I ask that it ba printed with the amendments 
in italics. 

Mr. KEAN. Will the Senator als~ ask to have it printed in the 
RECORD? 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well; I ask to have it printed in the 
RECORD in the same way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re
quest of the Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none, and 
the order is made. 

Mr. SPOONER. I thank the Senator from Alabama. 
The amendment as modified is as follows: 

· Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. SPOONER to the bill (H. R . 3110) 
to provide for the construction of a eana.l connecting the waters of the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans, viz: Strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert the following: . 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to acquire• 
for and on behalf of the United States, at a cost not exceeding $40,000,000, all 
of the rights, privileges franchises, concessions, grants of land, right of way 
unfinished work, plants, and other property, real, personal, and mixed, of 
every name and nP.ture, owned by the New Panama Canal (J()mpany, of 
France, on the Isthmus of Panama, and all its maps, plans, drawings, rec
ords, on the Isthmns of Panama and in Paris, including all the capital stoclc, 
not less, howet·er, than 68,863 shares of the Panama Railroad Company, owned 
by or held for the use of said canal company, provided a satisfactory title to 
all of said proputy can be obtained. 

SEC. 2. '!'hat the President is hereby authorized to acquire from the Re
public of Colombia, for and on behalf of the United States, upon such terms 
as he may deem r easonable, exclusive and perpetual control [in perpetuity] 
of a strip of ls.nd, the territory of the Republic of Colombia, [ten] not less 
than six miles in width, extending from the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific 
Ocean, and the right to use and dispose of the waters thereon, and to exca
vate\ construct, and to perpetually maintain, operate, and protect thereon a 
canal, of such depth and capacity as will afford convenient passage of ships 
of the greatest tonnage and draft now in use, from the Caribbean Sea. to the 
Pacific Ocean, which control shall include the right to perpetually maintain 
and operate the Panama Railroad, if the ownership thereof, or a controlling 
interest therein, shall have been acquired by the United States, and also 
jurisdiction over said strip and the portB at the ends thereof to make such 
p olice and sanitary rules and regulations as shall be necessary to preserve 
order and preserve the public health thereon, and to establish such j_udicial 
tribunals thereon as may be necessary to enforce such rules and regulations. 

The President may acquire such additional territory and rights fi•om 
Colombia as in his judgment will facilitate the general purpose hereof. 

SEC. 3. That when the President shall have Lobtained] arranged to secure 
a satisfactory title to the property of the New Panama Canal Company, as 
provided in section 1 h ereof , and fthel shall have obtained by treaty control 
of the necessary territory from the :Bepublic of Colombia, as_ provided in 
section 2 hereof, he is authorized to pay for the property of the New Panama 
Canal Company $40,000,000 and to the Republic of ColoiJ?-bia such sum as shall 

have been agreed upon, and a sum sufficient for both said purposes is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to be paid on [a] warrant or warrants drawn by the President. 

The President shall then [direct the Secretary of War to] cause to be 
excavated, constructed, and completed utilizing to that end as far as prac
ticable the wor~ heretofore done by the N ew Panama Canal Company of 
Fra.nce, and its predecessor company, a ship canal from the Caribbean Sea 
to the Pacific Ocean. Such canal shall be of sufficient capacity and depth as 
shall afford convenient passage for vessels of the largest tonnage and great
est draft now in use, and shall be supplied with all necessary locks and other 
appliances to meet the necessities of vessels passing through the same from 
ocean to ocean; and [the Secretary of WarJ he shall also cause to be con
structed such safe and commodious harbors · at the termini of said canal, 
and make such provisions for defense as may be necessary for the safety 
and protection of said canal and harbors. That the President is authorized 
for the pm'Poses aforesaid to employ such p er sons as he may deem necessary, 
and to fix their compensation. 

SEc. 4. That should the President be unable to obtain for the United States 
a satisfactory title to the property of the New Panama Canal Company and 
[such] the control of the necessary territory of the Re_public of Colombia and 
the rights m entioned in sections 1 and 2 of this act, Within a reasonable time 
and upon reasonable terms, then the President, having first obtained for 
the United States [similar] e.ulusive and pe1-pett£al control by t1·eaty of the 
necessary territory from Costa Rica and Nicaragua, upon terms which he 
may consider reasonable, for the construction,_pe?:petual maintenance, oper
ation, and protection of a canal connecting the Caribbean Sea with the Pacific 
Ocean by what is commonly known as the Nicaragua route, shall [direct the 
Secretary of War] cause to [excavate] be excavated and [constructl con
structed a ship canal and waterway from a point on the shore of the Carib
bean Sea near Graytown, by way of Lake Nicaragua, to a point near Brito 
on the Pacific Ocean. 

Said canal shall be of sufficient capacity and depth to afford convenient 
passage for vessels of the largest tonnage and greatest draft now in use, and 
shall be supplied with all necessary locks and other appliances to meet the 
necessities of vessels passing through the same from [Graytown to Brito] 
ocean to ocean; and [the Secretary of War] he shall also construct such safe 
and commodious harbors at the termini of said c.anal as shall be necesc:-ary 
for the safe and convenient use thereof, and shall make such provisions for 
defense as may be necessary for the safety and protection of said harbors 
and canal; and such sum m· sums of money as rnay be agreed upon by such. 
treaty as compensation to be paid to Nica1·agua and Costa Rica for the conces
sions and 1-ights hereunder provided to be acquired by the United States, are 
hereby appTOp1·iated O'Ut of any money in the T1·eastt11J not otherwise appropri
ated, to be paid on warrant or wa1-rants d1·awn by the President. 

The President shall cause such surveys as may be necessary for said canal 
and harbors to be made, and in making such surveys and in the construction 
of said canal may employ such persons as he may deem necessary, and may 
fix their compensation. 

In the excavation and construction of said canal the San Juan River and 
Lake Nicaragua., or such parts of each as may be made available, shall be 
used. 

SEC. 5. That the sum of $10,000,000 is h ereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, toward the project herein con
templated by either 1·oute so selected. 

And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to enter into such contract 
or contracts as may be deemed necessary for the proper excavation, con
struction, completion, and defense of said canal harbors, and defenses, by 
the route finally determined upon under the J?rovisions of this act. Appro
priations therefore [may] shall from time to time be hereafter made, not to 

' exceed in the ~g~regate the additional sum of $135,000,000 should the Panama 
route b e adoprea, or $180,000,000 should the N'lcara~a route be adopted. 

SEC. 6. That in any agreement with the Republic of Oolombia or with the 
States of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, the President is authorized to guaran
tee to said Republic or to said States the use of said canal and harbors, upon 
such terms as may be agreed upon, for all vessels owned by said States or by 
citizens thereof. 

SALARIES OF POST-OFFICE CLERKS, 
After Mr. PETTUS'S speech, 
Mr. MASON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 

4949) to provide for the classification of the salaries of clerks em
ployed in post-offices of the first and second classes. It was up 
yesterday. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. MASON. I hope the Senator will not do that. It will take 

but a moment. No one objects to the bill. 
Mr. DANIEL. I should like to understand it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

to the motion of the Senator from New Jersey, that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 6 o'clock p.m.) the Senate 
adjourned 1.mtil to-morrow, Thursday, June 19,1902, at 11 o clock 
a.m. 

HOUSE OF .REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, J 'une 18, 1902. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. CouDEN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. WACHTER, from the Co:mn:iittee on Enrolled Bills, re

ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 10172. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Finegan; 

H. R. 1466. An act granting a pension to Alfred Hatfield; 
H. R. 12724. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 

M. Kellough; 
H. R. 14224. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar-

garet S. Tod; -
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H. R. 3768. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 

Campbell; 
H. R. 12770. An act granting an increase of pension to Carrie 

M. Schofield; · 
H. R. 11327. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

E. Pettis; 
H. R. 14118. An act granting a pension to Mary C. Bickerstaff; 
H. R . 2615. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

E. Miller; 
H. R . 11865. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

A. Robertson; 
H. R. 8026. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

D. McClure; 
H. R. 12305. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Olson; 
H. R. 13554. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 

E. Hicks; 
H. R. 14079. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Miller; 
H. R . 14052. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

Fusselman; 
H . R. 13597. An act granting an increaseofpensiontoEdmund 

B. Appleton; 
H. H . 13423. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza

beth Wall: 
H. R. 13946. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 

B. Todd; 
H. R. 11493. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Lipps; 
H. R. 6847. An act to correct the record of Michael Hayes; 
H. R. 10794. An act granting a pension to Thoma.s H. Devitt; 
H. R. 884. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen W. 

Rice; 
H. R. 13378. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 

Beckwith; 

H. R. 12774. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Brown; 

H. R. 9717. An act granting~> pension to Isaac M. Pangle; 
H. R. 13675. An act granting r.n increase of pension to George 

W. White; 
H. R. 12130. An act granting a pension to Christopher S. 

Stephens; 
H. R. 10899. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Warner; and 
H. R. 8109. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

H. McCarter. 
SEN.A.TE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 6015. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara M. 
Gihon-to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4493. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Volz-to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3423. An act granting an increase of pension to Maria V. 
Stadtmueller-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5239. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 
Kerbey-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3180. An act granting a pension to Emma L. F errier-to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4517. An act for the relief of Priscilla R. Burns-to the Com
mittee on Claims. 

S. 5944. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
W. Wiley, alias William F . Wiley-to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 
Mr. WII.EY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex

tend some remarks in the RECORD on the bill H. R. 11412. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar A. There was no objection. H. R. 9463. 

Stanley; 
H . R. 9164. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 

Crawford: 
H . R. 13063. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia B. 

Shurtleff; 
H. R. 12408. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 

Eveland; 
H. R . 11115. An act granting a pension to Angeline H. Taylor; 
H. R. 8780. An act granting an increase of pension to Pierson 

L . Shick; 
H. R. 13321. An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 

Bonham; 
H. R. 13017. An act granting an increa.se of pension to James 

Austin; 
H. R. 954. An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel 

Brown; 
H. R. 11711. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 

Gibson; 
H. R . 13178. An act granting a pension to William F. Bowden; 
H. R. 10255. An act granting a pension to Margaret Tisdale; 
H. R. 8476. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses S. 

Curtis; 
H. R. 8457. An act granting an increase of pension to Gibboney 

F. Hoop; 
H. R. 945. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

W. Richardson; 
· H. R. 14359. An act granting a pension to Luther G. Edwards; 
· H. R. 13691. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Conrad; 
· H. R. 14374. An act granting a pension to Samantha To·wner; 

H. R. 12976. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Smith; 

H. R. 12312. An act granting a pension to Susan Walker; 
H. R. 13081. An act granting an increase of pension to Anthony 

J. Railey; 
H. R. 13683. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella B. S. 

Mannix; 
H. R. 1478. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

Runnels; 
' H. R. 10767. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa N . 
Grinstead; 

H . R. 10954. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Gillam; 

H. R. 14012. An act granting a pension to Fannie Reardon; 
H. R . 12047. An act granting an increase of pension to Jackson 

L . Wilson; 
H . R . 12409. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse M. 

Peck; 
H . R. 9710. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 

J. Eagon; 

XXXV-439 

S.A. rT.A. FE P.A.CIFIC RAILROAD. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10299) 

authorizing the Santa Fe Pacific Railroad Company to sell or 
lease its railroad property and franchises, and for other purposes, 
with Senate amendments. which were read. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I move to concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

The moti6n was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, a motion to recon

sider the vote by which the Senate amendments were concurred 
in was laid on the table. 

LE.A. VE OF .ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
SHaLLENBERGER, for ten days, on account of important business. 

MOTION TO RECONSIDER, 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Alabama suggests that 
he wants to enter a motion to reconsider and let it be pending. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, by request of my friend 
from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] l who voted in the negative, I voting 
in the affirmative, on House bill 53 last night, he desires to have 
a motion to reconsider pending. Therefore I move, at his re
quest, to reconsider the vote for the engrossment and third read-
~~~~. . 

The SPEAKER. What was the title of the bill? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. It was House bill 53. 
The SPEAKER. There was no bill of such number under con

sideration. Can the gentleman state the title of the bill? . 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is in reference to the Kiowa, Co

manche, and Apache Indian reservations. 
Mr. Cil"'"NON. I will say to my friend that there was no rec

ord vote on that. The third reading was denied. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I am not going to ask for a vote. 

I merely wish, at the request of the gentleman from Texas, to 
enter a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. That was House bill 103, to open for settle
ment 480,000 acres of land in the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache 
Indian reservations in Oklahoma Territory. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I make a motion to reconsider at the 
request of the gentleman from Texas~ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama enters a mo
tion to reconsider the vote by which the House refused to order 
the bill to be engrossed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And let it be pending. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA .A.PPROPRI.A.TION BILL. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table the District of Columbia appropriation 
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bill with the amendments by the Senate, disagree to the Senate 
amendments . and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois asks unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker s table the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill, disagree to the amendments of the Senate, and 
ask for a conference. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The Chair announces the following conferees 
on the pa1·t of the House: 1\Ir. McCLEARY, l\Ir. CANNoN, and Mr. 
BENTON. · 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRI.A.TION BILL. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House re
solve itself into Committtee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the purpose of considering the general appropri
ation bill; and, pending that motion, I would be glad if I can by 
unanimous consent fix a time for general debate. 

1\fr. LIVINGSTON. What time does the gentleman want to 
clo e? 

Mr. CANNON. As early as possible. Is the· gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] in his seat? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I represent him. 
Mr. CANNON. I merely wanted to know what arrangement 

we could make, if he was here, because he had talked with me 
about it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. He has just left. He communicated 
with me. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman from Georgia, with 
the statement that to-monow we commence under the special 
order with the insular bill-this bill ought to· be completed to
day, and I am going to ask the House to sit until it is completed. 
Well, now, with that statement, what arrangement can we make 
as to when we shall close general debate? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We want about two and a half hours on 
this side. 

1\Ir. CANNON. We can not agree to that. That would mean 
five hours' debate if we had the same on this side, and it would 
take all of the session. Now, at this stage of the session, it seems 
to me we ought to get along with a less amount of time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman says. " at this stage of the 
session." Will the gentleman kindly inform us when he expects 
the session to end? 

Mr. CANNON. It shall not be my fault if it does not end 
before the 4th of July. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of •House bill 15108, and 
pending that--

1\fr. CANNON. And pending that, Mr. Speaker, I am trying 
to arTange about general debate being closed. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have stated the time that we wanted. 
Now, what will the gentleman concede to. us? I do not see how 
we can get along on this side with much less than that. Mr. 
R ICHARDSON, the minority leader, wants an hour or an hour and 
a half, and I want to secure it for him if I can. If yon will give 
us two hours that will give him an hour or an hour and a half, 
and I can use the other half hour myself. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, if the gentleman from Georgia wants 
an hour and a half for the purpose indicated we will get through 
on this side in an hour, and that will make two hours and a 
half. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Two hours and a half to this side? 
Mr. CANNON. No; an hour and a half for your side and an 

hour for this side, and I hope we shall not use the whole hour. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. And if yon do not, I can get the other 

half hour? [Laughter.] 
Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; the gentleman from Georgia and the 

gentleman from Tennessee, like all the rest of us, want to get on 
as rapidly.as we can. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Very well; we will take an hour and a 
half on this side. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, Mr: Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that general debate close in two hours and a half, one hour and 
a half to be controlled by the gentleman from Georgia and one 
hour for this side. 

The SPEAKER. Not to exceed two hours and a half. The 
gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous consent that general de
bate shall not exceed two hours and a half, one hour and a half 
to be controlled by the gentleman from Georgia and the other 
hour by the gentleman from illinois. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The motion of :M:r. CANNON was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union (with Mr. SHERMAN in the 
chair)for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 15108) making appro
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 

year ending June 30, 1902, and for pdor years, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from illinois asks unani
mous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bilL Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

M1-. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I now yield thirty minutes to 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I believe this is the first time since 
I have been a member of Congress that I have offered r emarks 
not directed entirely to the bill under consideration. And I would 
not at this time seek to offer remarks of this character if the sub
ject which I propose to discuss had not been substantially a living 
question before Congress for many years, and in my own State a 
question that has apparently become paramount to all others in 
the political field. 

I shall discuss, Mr. Chairman, without passion, and without 
intended malice toward anyone, but with the object of present
ing to the House and to the country a fair statement, as I see it, 
regarding the question of salaries of postal employees. It is a 
question of interest to the great majority of the House, and it 
may be that there are some members of the House, and possibly 
some gentlemen in the country, who do not thoroughly under
stand the question which has been discussed, though briefly, for 
a number of years. 

There has been for more than ten years some considerable agi
tation regarding the increase of salaries of post-office clerks, rail
way mail clerks, letter ca1·riers, and fourth-class postmasters; 
that including, I believe, all that have made, at least, combined 
efforts before Congress to increase their salaries, I am one who 
believes that the Government, in common with all who employ 
labor, should pay that labor a good living salary. I believe the 
Government should pay as large a salary as any private individ
ual pays, and no more. The Government service is the best serv
ice in this countl·y, as it is in all others. Probably, as matter of 
fact, a man who works for the Government, if he is to be paid 
upon t4e same plane with the rest of the people, should receive a 
less per diem than he would receive from a private individual. 
The reason for that is that the Government is a liberal employer. 
It grants leaves of absence, and its employment is pennanent at 
all times. Whether times be dull or times be good, the Govern
ment employee's salary goes on steadily forever. In private vo
cations yon will see the trend of wages is upward and down
ward, as there may be a demand for labor; but with the Gov
ernment employee, his salary never goes backward, and is not 
affected by dull times. . 

The measure which I shall particularly discuss is the increase 
of salaries of the letter carriers. I shall discuss it comparatively 
with the wages paid to 105,000 other postal employees and briefly 
and comparatively with the wages earned by skilled mechanics 
throughout the country. 

The average salary of the post-office clerk is about $800 per 
year. The average salary of the railway mail clerk is about 1,020 
a year. The average salary of the letter carrier is about '918 a 
year. The service of the letter canier, based on the examination 
for entry and by the Department, is held to be the lowest branch 
of the postal service. Yet I think I can show to the House that 
letter carriers receive a greater amount of money in net dollars 
than any other branch of postal employees as a class. 

I said the railway mail clerk received an average salary of 
about $1,020 and the letter carrier $918; but it must be borne in 
mind that the railway mail clerk is compelled, by reason of his 
vocation and his absence from home, to expend at least 100 a 
year for his meals and his sleeping apartments while away from 
his domicile. According to the statement of men who are proba
bly more familiar with the subject than I am, the amount is 150 
a year. As I said before, the average salary of the post-office 
clerk is about $800. 

Now, the particular agitation is for the increase of the salary 
of letter carriers to $1,200 a year. What I want to call the atten
tion of the House to is this as a fundamental proposition: If the 
letter carriers are worth 1,200 a year, a post-office clerk is worth 
$1,400 a year, and a railway mail clerk is worth $1,600 a year. 
From that standpoint I propose to discuss this question. I do 
not believe there is a man familiar with the postal service who 
will gainsay that fundamental statement. 
. The salaries of the railway mail clerks are fixed by Congress 
substantially at every session within a certain maximum. The 
salary of the post-office clerk is fixed within a certain statutory 
maximum at every session of Congress. The letter carriers, how
ever, are an excepted class of people, privileged beyond all other 
Government employees of the lJnited States in this respect, that 
the letter carriers' salary advances by law irrespective of the 
merits of the man. 
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When I offered that suggestion to the president of the Letter 

Carriers' Association, he said to me, "Why, no; you do not have 
to advance the letter carrier from $600 to $800 and from 800 to 
$1,000. You can dismiss him." Well, yes; we can either dismiss 
him or promote him under the law. . 

I was at the Post-Office Department the other day and tried to 
secure some estimate of what a bill on this basis in its effect upon 
othe1: employees would cost the country; and I asked a gentle
man in the office of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General 
who has something to do with the Railway Mail Service to" give 
me an estimate of how much it would cost the country if the 
railway mail clerks receiving, as now, $800 when appointed should 
be advanced at the end of one year to $1,000 and at the end of 
another year to $1 ,200 and at the end of another year to 1,400." 
" Why," he said, "you do not intend to enact any such legislation 
as that, do you?" "Well," said I," that is not what I came here 
for. I simply want the figuTes as to how much it would cost." 
'' Why,'' said he, '' legislation of that character would destroy the 
Railway Mail Service, because the only hope of any service is in 
holding out hope of promotion to the officer by reason of his in
dividual efficiency." 

Mr. WM. ALDE:N SMITH rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California [Mr. 

LouD] yield? 
Mr. LOUD. I do not like to do so, for I have only half an hour; 

but I yield. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does not the gentleman from 

California think that in his presentation of this question at the 
present time he is taking a rather unfair advantage of those who 
favor the bill for increasing the salaries of the letter carriers? 

Mr. LOUD. I do not think so, because I am going to present 
to this House a few fundamental facts which any man can ac
quaint himself with. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. But to which we have no oppor
tunity to reply. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, I think you have. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If we had your bill or the report 

of your committee before us, the case would be different. 
Mr. LOUD. I think the gentleman or anybody else can reply 

to my remarks. He can have my time on the Philippine bill if 
he wants to reply and thinks he can do so. 

Now, I say again, Mr. ChaiJ."IDan, that the system of promotion 
of the letter carrier is absolutely wrong in principle or it is abso
lutely right in principle; and if right in principle, then these 
105,000 other men should be put upon exactly the same plane as 
the 15,000. That is the only position I propose to take. I submit 
that if it appears to be the wisdom of Congress to promote post-office 
employees by law rather than by efficiency, then it is only justice 
that the 105,000 employees should be put upon exactly the same 
plane as the 15,000. I do not, however, favor legislation of that 
character, because I do not believe that a man should receive pro
motion in this or any other service unless he can show his effi
ciency year by year. As the gentleman up in the Post-Office 
Department said to me, "If legislation of that character were put 
upon the statute books, it would totally destroy the efficiency of 
the Railway l\1ail Service.'' Well, it can not destroy the efficiency 
of the letter-carrier service, because we have always had that 
system. • · 

I know gentlemen say that letter carriers' work is all the same. 
I say there are very few men created either mentally or physically 
exactly alike. Under existing law, a man seeking the position of 
letter carrier takes an examination very simple in character-much 

- more simple than the examination for post-office clerk, much 
more simple than the examination for railway mail clerk_:so sim
ple an examination that it is just above the examination for la
borer. The carrier is appointed at $600 a year: at the end of a 
year he gets $800; at the end of another year he gets $1,000. It 
does not make any difference whether he is a most efficient car
rier or whether he be a most ordinary, carrier. 

Now, let us see whether the work is all alike or not. From 15 
to 20 per cent of the letter carriers are collectors. All they do is 
to open a letter box, take the mail out, put it into a sack, take it 
to the post-office, and dump it out upon a table; and f1·om per
sonal experience I know that men who are unfitted for carriers, 
by reason of some conditions, having been tested as car1iers and 
found unfitted to perform that work, are put on a.s collectors. I 
know that some men who have physical infu"IDities, and the men 
who are old in the service and can not possibly cany a route, are 
made collectors. Now, what that legislation proposes to do is to 
pay ev ry one of these men in a city over 75,000 inhabitants $1,200 
a year so long as they may live. That will take in this 20 ner cent 
of the force , mind you. Now, you can do it if you want to but 
I do not intend that Congress or the country shall do this; if I 
c.an prevent it, until they do it with their eyes wide open. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH rose. 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I would rather not be inteiTupted. 
The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. LOUD. If I had the time, you know I would like to yield. 

Let us see what this will cost to put th~se men all on the same 
basis. The question of cost, of course, is so insignificant that it 
is hardly worthy of consideration by a great legislative body, yet 
if the carriers shall be increased to $1,200 per annum, then in or
der to put the rest of the postal service upon the same basis it 
will involve an annual expendituTe, according to the figures of 
the Post-Office Department, of about $10,000,000 a year-which I 
firmly believe is two or three millions of dollars less than it would 
cost, because they have all figured conservatively in giving the 
figures to me-thus adding to the salary roll of the Post-Office 
Department more than $10,000,000 a year. 

Oh, I know some people here say, You do not have to do this; 
you will not have to increase the salary of the post-office clerks; 
you will not have to increase the salary of the railway mail clerks. 
But Congress ought to do such an act of justice. Simply be
cause the pressure is greater behind the letter carriers' salary bill 
than behind any other is no reason why Congress should single 
them out, because, as I say-and I make the statement without fear 
of successful contTadiction-they receive an average of more 
net dollars per annum than the 105,000 other postal employees. 
Well, now, some think thay can make politics out of that. They 
are trying to do it in my State; trying very hard. I believe every 
Republican club that has met in my State up to the pTesent time 
has not alone advocated but substantially demanded that I press 
to early passage the letter carriers' salary bill as a political propo
sition. But I say that it is not a political proposition to take 
15,000 of the best paid men in the postal service and increase 
their salaries and leave 105,000 others outside. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. :Mx. Chairman, I hope the gentle
man from California will not suggest that that is the inspiration 
of this bill. There are men here who consider it on its merits, 
even though he does not. · 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE rose. 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I have the reputation of stating 

what I want to [laughter], and I will say to the gentlemen, Mr. 
Chairman, that the chairman of the Appropriation Committee 
yielded. a half hour to me, and I will not have time in that half 
hour to answer questions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman prefers not to be inter
rupted. 

Mr. LOUD. I hope the gentlemen understand that I court in
terruption if I have the time. I think I understand the question 
quite as well as either the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WM. 
ALDF..N SMITH] or the gentleman from the great city of New York 
[Mr. GOLDFOGLE] . 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a question 
about it; that is all. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman knows that questions take up 
time. I propose to take up some of the questions that ha_ye been 
urged on behalf of the letter carriers as to why they should re
ceive greater compensation at om· hands than anybody else. It 
has been m·ged that they h~ve to serve four and five years as a sub
stitute. It is false. It never had foundation in fact. Here, ac
cording to the Post-Office Department, I find the average term of 
a carrier serving as a substitute is one year and seven months, 
given here by cities. 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 

OFFICE OF GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT 
FREE-DELIVERY SYSTEM, DIYISIO OF CITY DELIVERY, 

Ron. E. F. LOUD, 
House of Representatives. 

Washington, March ts, 1902. 

Srn: .In respo~ to your request ~f the 15th instant, I have the honor to 
transmit he:reWith a. statement showmg the average length of service of sub
stitute carriers for the last ten years in the twenty largest cities in the 
United States. 

Very respectfully, 
J. M. MASTEN, 

Acting Firf!t Assistant Postrnaster-Gene1·al. 

4.verage length of service of substitute ca1·riers, for the last ten yea1·s, at the 
twenty la~·gest cities in the United States. · 

Yrs. Mo. Yrs. Mo. 
New York,N. Y ----------------- 2 2 Pittsburg,Pa - -------··---·----- 1 6 ChicacY;o, m ________________ ___ ___ 0 9 New Orleans,La------------·-·- 2 2 
Phila ~lphla,Pa-------·--------- 1 9 D~troit~Mich ------------------- 1 4: St.Loms,Mo _________ ____________ 1 2 Milwau.x:ee,Wis -- -- ----~------- 1 10 
Bost9n,Mass--------------------- 1 9 Washington,D.C-------------- 1 8 Baltimore,Md ______________ __ . ___ 2 0 Newark,N .J ___ _________________ 1 3 
Cleveland,Ohio _______ ___________ 1 3 JerseyCity,N.J ---·------------ 1 7 
Bu.ffalo,N .. Y --------------------· 1 2 LouisVille,Ky ______ _____________ 1 10 
San Franmsco,CaL ______________ 2 4 Minneapolis~.-..Minn ---··---·----- 2 0 
Cincinnati,Ohio _________________ 1 9 Providence,ti. L---------------- 1 10 

General average, 19 months, or 1 year and 7 months. 
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A. statement was made before the Post-Office Committee not 
long ago that they had to work every Sunday. It is false. It 
never had foundation in fact. They do work S"Q,Ildays, and I will 
print this table in my remarks to show that they averageon Sundays 
about one hour and twelve minutes-in some places a little less 
and in some a little more; but they work either every third Sun
day three or four hours or every fourth Sunday, and in no city of 
the United States are carriers expected or compelled, according 
to the authority of the Post-Office Department, to work every 
Sunday~ but, the same as post-office clerks, every third or fourth 
Sunday they go down and take a short shift at work. 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 

OFFICE OF GENERAL SUPT. FREE-DELIVERY SYSTEM, 
DIVISION OF CITY DELIVERY, 

Washington, June 4, 19cn. 
Bon. E. F. LOUD, 
' Ohainnan Cornmittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Ho1UJe of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 
SIR: Replying to your inquiry as to the number of hours carriers are re

quired to work on Sunday, I have the honor to submit the following: 

Number of free-delivery offices in operation--------------------· .......... 922 
Number at which no Sunday service whatever is required................ 78 

From the data. at hand it is estimated that the carriers at the 53 first-class 
offices, employing three grades, average one, hour and twenty-two minutes 
per carrier each Sunday. At the second-class or smaller offices, employing 
two grades, the average is one hour and forty-eight minutes per carrier 
each Sunday, the average throughout the service being one hour and thirty
two minutes. 

For your further information I make the following statement relative to 
the service in New York1 Philadelphia, and Chicago: 

In New York 575 earners are employed each Sunday for three hours and 
twenty-five minutes each. Averaging this among the 1,629 carriers employed 
in that city we find the average for the entire force to be one hour and 
twelve minutes :per carrier. 

In Philadelphia 25 per cent of the delivery ca.rrie.rs are employed every 
Sunday, so that each carrier is required to report for duty every fourth 
Sunday and is on duty for three hours. 

Thirty-eight per cent of the collectors are on duty for six hours and thirty 
minutes each Sunday, so that the collectors practically work one Sunday and 
have two Sundays off, while the carriers work one Sunday and have three 
Sundays off. 

This would make the average for the entire force fifty-eight minutes per 
ca.nier each Sunday. · 

In Chicago the carriers are worked as follows: 
Seven hundred and sixty-eight caniers, two hours and thirty-five minutes 

every second Sunday. 
Three hundred and ninety-six carriers, three hours and ten minutes every 

third Sunda-y. 
Four can'lers, one hour and forty-five minutes every Sunday. 
Two collectors, one hour and three minutes every Sunday. 
Two hundred and one collectors, three hours and thirty minutes every 

second Sunday. 
Twenty-four collectors, four hours every third Sunday. 
Forty-four collectors, three hours and thirty minutes every foru·th Sun

day. 
Ten collectors, four hours and thirty minutes every fifth Sunday. 
Fourteen collectors, two hours and thirty minutes every seventh Sun

day. 
Ten carriers do no work. 
A careful computation shows that the average for the entire force at Chi

cago is one hom· and twelve minutes per carrier each Sunday. 
Very respectfully, 

R.J. WYNNE, 
First .Assistant Postmaste-r-Gene1·al. 

Now, it h~s been urged that the poor carrier is subjected to the 
blasts of winter and the heat of summer. But let us see. I have 
had compiled here the length of time that our can-ier friends are 
subjected to the blasts of winter and the heat of summer, and I 
will insert them in my remarks, which will show that the aver
age time spent out in the blasts of winter and the heat of summer 
is an average of five hours and fifty-one minutes a day, divided 
up into three and one-third trips. Part of this time the car
rier is in houses and stores, too; but the whole time, from 
the time that he leaves the office until he gets back to the 
office, on the average, can not exceed one hour and forty Inin
utes. Think of it, you· gentlemen from Minnesota and Wiscon
sin-subjected to the blasts of winter for an hour and forty 
minutes at a time! 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER GENERAL, 

OFFICE OF GENERAL SUPT. FREE-DELIVERY SYSTEM, 
DIVISION OF CITY DELIVERY, 

Washington, Ma1·ch 18, 19cn • • 

N a.me of office. 

Average 
Average number Average 
time on of trips office 
trips.l per car- time. a 

rier.2 
-------------------1-----~------

~~f:!~li~ ~:= ~~~~=~======~:~~==~~:::::: :::: ==== 
St. Louis, Mo ---------------------- ----·----- .....• 
Boston, Mass---------· ..•.•. -----------··---------
Baltimore, Md _____ ....• _ ..... ____ -------- _______ _ 
Cleveland, Ohio ....... __ .... ______ ---·-- ____ ------
Buffalo,N. Y --------------------------------------

~~~~t1~1J~~= =::: = = =:::: = = =::::::: = =:: = = = = = = 
Pittsburg,Pa ....•.....•.....•..... ----------------
New Orleans, La ...... _ ..... ------_----- ......... . 
Detroit, Mich ____ -------- ___________________ _ . . ... . 

~~:~~~~n'!>~ci ::::: :::::~ :::::::::::::::::: ==== 
Newark, N.J ----···----- ------------ -·------------

e:§i~~~==============~==:~============== Providence, R.I ..........•.... ------_ •.•.• --------

H.~f. 
4 58 
6 4 
5 19 
6 6 
5 36 
5 46 
5 56 
5 46 
5 41 
5 22 
5 51 
6 3 
5 30 
5 56 
5 4.5 
5 54 
6 12 
5 47 
5 32 
5 58 

I Average, 5 hours 51 minutes. 
l! About 3! horu·s. 

SAverage, 2-hours 3 minutes. 

H.M.. 
2 5'1 
1 55 . 
2 29 
1 « 
2 1J 
2 10 
2 2 
2 9 
2 14: 
2 26 
2 6 
1 51 
2 10 
1 59 
2 8 
1 5'l 
1 45 
1 59 
2 21 
1 56 

This table also shows the average time worked by the letter 
carrier. In no city does he work the full ejght hours, because it 
is impossible. If letter carriers happen to be caught in the office 
after the eight hours expire, oh, they have had lots of mercy on 
us! They have received four or five or six million dollars for 
overtime, time that never was worked in many instances, and I 
know whereof I speak, but simply time spent in the office and 
other places. And because of that custom, when the gentleman 
from Buffalo, Mr. Bissell, was Postmaster-General, he ordered 
the poor letter carriers outdoors in the cold blasts of winter, for 
which he was criticised by the press of the country. Why did he 
do it? Because they claimed time while they were toasting their 
feet against the stove, and the only way he could prevent this 
accumulation of overtime was by compelling them to leave the 
office. It is unfortunate that they should be put out in the cold, 
but if they had to charge the Government for warming their feet, 
the efficient Postmaster-General thought it was wise that they 
should go to some other stove where they could not charge the 
time up against the Government. 

Now, I shall insert in my remarks here some tables regarding 
the income of others than postal employees. I shall insert this 
table here which has been inserted in tariff speeches, giving the 
scale beginning in 1840 and running up to 1899, taking 1860 as the 
base at 100 per cent, and while the claim is that the trend of wages 
has been upward, I say that in dollars the scale of wages has never 
yet reached the scale of 1873, the year of the demonetization of 
silver. I do not know what relation there is between .the two, 
but the per cent of wages had run .up then to 167.1. In 1899 it 
was 162. Of course I know people will say that they were paid 
in greenbacks, but they we1·e paid in dollars current at that time. 
TABLE E.-Relative wages in the United States from 1840 to 1899, as compared 

with wages in 1860. . 
[The relative wages for the period from 1862 to 1878, inclusive, are based on 

wages as paid~ cru·rency-not in gold.] 

Year. 

1840.--- ·-·-.- --- -------- ------
1841.-------------- ------------
1842.--------------------------
1843.------ ------···· ----------
1844.------------------ __ :_ ----
1845.---- ----------------------
1846.--------------------------
1847----------- ----------.-----
1848.------------------ --------1849 __________________________ _ 

1850.--------------------------
1851.----------- ---··- ---------
1852.---------------- ----- -· ... 
1853_--- --- ----------------- ·--
1854. --------------------- ••.•• 
1855.------ --------------- ----· 
1856.---------- •• --------------

Relative 
wages. 

87.7 
88 
87.1 
86.6 
86.5 
86.8 
89.3 
90.8 
91.4 
92.5 

Year. 

1870.-------- ·-·- --------- ----18n ______________ •.•.•. _____ _ 

1872 __ ------------------------
1873 .... ----------------------
1874.- ------------------------
1875 ____ ---------------- ------
lli76 ______ -- ---------------- --
1877--------------------------
1878 ______ - -------------------
1879 .... --- - ------------.-----
1880.-----------------.-------
1881 .... ----------------------
1882.-------------------------
1883.-------------------------
1884, ____ ------------------ .. --
1885 ____ -----------------.----

Relative 
wages. 

162.2 
163.6 
166 
167.1 
161.5 . 

Bon. E. F. LouD, 1857 .••........ ----------------
H(}'USe of Representatives. 1858 .....••.... ---------···----

.92.7 
90.4 
90.8 
91. 8 
95.8 
98 
99.2 
99.9 
98.5 
99.1 

1886 ... . ----------------------
1887--------------------------
1888 ..• --------------------- - -
1889. -------------------------
1890 .. -------------------- ••• -
1891.-------------------------

158. 4 
152. 5 
144.9 
142.5 
139.9 
141.5 
146.5 
149.9 
152.7 
152.7 
150.7 
150.9 
153.7 
155. 4 
156.7 
158.9 
160.7 
161.2 
159.6 
157.6 
157.3 
157.4 
159 
158.8 
163.2 

Srn: Referring to your favor of the 15th instant, asking for certain in- 1859·-·····-----····· ······---
formation relative to the twenty largest cities of the country, I have the 1860 .. _ ..••.•...........••••.•. 
honor to inclose herewith statement showing the average time spent by 1861. ••...••..•••• ·-----------
regular letter carriers on their trips, the average number of trips made per 1862.-------------------------
ca.rrier, and the office time of the carriers. 1863---------------------·-···-

It Wlll require considerable time to compile ' the information regarding 1864 ......•.. ·- --------------·-
substitute carriers, as the computation must be made from the office records. 1865 _______ --------------------
The statement is being prepared, and will be completed and forwarded to 1866 ...... ·--------------------

100 
100.8 
102.9 
110.5 
125.6 
143.1 
152. 4 
157.6 
159.2-
162 

1892 ___ -- ---------------------
1893 .... --------------------- -
1894 .... ------------------- ---
1895 ____ - ---------------------
1896 ...• - ---------------------
1897--------------------------1898 _________________________ _ 

1899 .•.• ---· ------------------youa.V~~nr~J~~tfy., W. M. JOHNSON, I!!=========================== First .Assistant Postmaster-General. __________ _..:. ___ ....!!.. __________ _!.., __ _ 
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Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The purchasing power of the dol

lar is larger now. 
Mr. LOUD. Oh yes; the purchasing power of the dollar is 

greater than it was in 1873. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is what we contend. 
Mr. LOUD. Of course you contend that, and he is now paid 

just as many dollars as he was then, with a greater purchasing 
- power. The Government employee is no exception to the rule. 

He goes on. I will insert in my remarks here some tables pre
pared by the Commissioner of Labor, showing the income for dif
ferent trades in the State of Pennsylvania. It was the only State, 
he said, in which they could furnish me with tables. I will as-

sume that the ave1·age wage in the State of Pennsylvania i.s as 
great as it is in any State in the United States. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. That takes in the miners, does it not? 
Mr. LOUD. Well, we will see whoittakes in. I will assume, 

however, that the architectural and cast and wrought iron men 
are not included in with miners. It includes 354: trades. Now, 
the highest income of any trade was the car-spring manufactur
ers, who, in the year 1900, had an average income of $783.54:. 
Architectural and cast and wrought iron workers in 1900 were paid 
$545. In 1892 they were paid $600. You see, this income fluctu
ates by years. Some trades have gone up and some have gone 
down, but the letter carrier, as I said before, goes on forever. 

Average yearly earnings of employees in 1.4 industries and 354 establishments in Pennsylvania for the yea1·s 1892 to 1900, inclusive. 

[From the Annual Report of the Secretary of Internal Affairs of Pennsylvania, 1900, Part III, Industrial Statistics, p. 89.] 

Character of industry. 1892. 1893. 

Architectural cast and wrought iron work_------ ____ $600.01 $581.70 Boilers _ ----- ______ ------ ___ __________ _________ ___ _____ __ 419.41 393.67 

8H~!i~;~~~~~~ ==:::::::: ~:::: ::=:=:::: :::~ :::::::::::: 
437.69 425. 86 
545.00 493.64 
675.36 558.81 

Carbons ____ _________ ------------ ______ ------ ________ ~--- 520.83 540.00 
Carpets __________ --------- ------------- --- --------------- 381.24 368.45 
Cars and car wheels------------------------------------ 533.11 502.39 

i[r~~~.·r~: __ -_====:=·=l~=:~l:_--~l!lll_ 411.21 3i7. 93 
346.10 310.00 
384.50 006.30 
326. 53 306.36 
536.72 510.03 
388.94 376. 59 

~g~:~~ ·an'dirnit -goo-&:======== == ==== ================== 
261.85 249.64 
331.61 305.32 

Iron and steel sheets and plates----------------------- 633.81 579.19 
Iron forging ------ __________________ -------------------- 650.21 596.95 
Iron foundries and machine works-------------------- 553.64 495.14 

f~~~~f;es-aiid. -engines·=====~=====~======:=========== 289. e4 262.53 
598.W 560. 70 

Malleable iron __ ____ ------------------------------------ 516.61 463.11 
Metals and metallic goods. _________ -------------------- 482.84 455.0'2 
Miscellaneous yarns ____ -------------------------------- 389.W 316.07 
Mixed textiles---~------------- ____ ---------------------- 851.81 308.40 
Nails and spikes---------------------------------------- 429.19 397.94 
Nuts and bolts _____ _ ----------------------- ------------- 387.17 339.24 
Pianos and organs-------------------------------------- 336.16 312.24 

fE:·:~g -~~~~~=== = = ===== = ==== ========~= :=:==== ::~= :=== 

477.92 446.14 
400.78 395.98 
515.53 493.68 

Rolling mills, general product . .... -------------------- 56'Z. 91 547.02 
Rubber boots and shoes-------------------------------- 436.25 415.63 

r!~~~I~;;~=~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
533.68 527.72 
550. 8{J 556.49 
247. 96 227.45 
504.87 494.49 

Stoves, ranges, heaters, etc----------------------------- 507.34 496.33 
Tayestry and table covers----------------------------- 420.53 312.98 
Wmdow glass, bottles, and table good.'! ____________ ---- 462.70 368.66 
Woolen goods. _______________ ----- ________ ------ ________ 350.51 310.19 

;~!~l:~~s=: == == =====: :: ===~ :::: ==== =~========== ==== 
283. 03 291.53 
362.87 351.18 

Worsted yarns ____ ------------------------ -------------- 297.58 299.20 

Mr. MANN. Who compiled those statistics? 
Mr. LOUD. They were compiled by the Commissioner of 

Labor, Mr. Wright, whose letter accompanies the table. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Can the gentleman state how the salaries of 

letter caTI'iers compare with the salaries of railway postal 
clerks? 

Mr. LOUD. I stated at the opening of my remarks that the 
letter caTI'ier makes to-day more net dollars than the railway 
mail clerk. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What is the relative time employed? 
Mr. LOUD. Oh, well, I do not think there is much difference. 

1894. 1895. 1896. 1897. 1898. 1899. 1900. 

$500.19 $547.05 $553.71 $550.44 $5-37.42 $553.34 $54.5.01 
319.23 364.61 310.13 1363.29 368. ]2 464.53 472.34 
405. 31 464.32 397.03 436.94 440.26 419. 29 567.92 
386.96 502.94 446. 90 457.32 449.43 496.13 505.00 
459. 85 631.36 661.14 553.15 679.73 729.46 738.54 
527.2S 571.43 480.00 480.00 480.00 532.63 501.60 
355. 30 374.48 341.41 360.88 356.23 373.53 384.69 
456.65 531.01 479. 81 501.87 535.49 553.78 560.4.4 
376.55 387.14 364.13 373.04 356.20 421.29 402.55 
290.19 006.62 286.72 309.46 315.53 323.06 324.05 
317.75 332.19 273.27 299. 84 323.42 351.08 34.0. 78 
262.90 305.46 288.52 305.92 007.31 329.70 34.0. 32 
528.49 533.66 488.16 458.24 503.87 516.72 526.82 
337.79 371.63 346.14 353.98 339.70 391.42 332.98 
219.16 259.50 233.41 256.76 251.37 252.76 269.36 
319.67 285.81 232.27 276.78 284.76 312.85 292.02 
524.31 560.32 528.67 493.63 521.56 574.18 556.52 
503.31 524.03 518.62 527.67 547.51 557.84 717.50 
50!. 53 512.41 495.4..') 504.03 526.84 537.35 562.36 
254.93 274.82 234.38 245.16 252.23 287.28 24.9.69 

. 477. 72 558.79 528.21 537.76 576.74 594.65 eo3.22 
442.4-4 5().).42 465.11 484.25 420.62 521.83 54.4.03 
450.35 487.02 495.51 470.41 473.88 495.36 514.25 
330;31 358.57 344.51 371.72 339.05 378.27 401.49 
287.86 303. 3(1 295.37 292.18 298.23 315.05 308.02 
~.21 350.18 278.79 346.52 264.96 339.06 350.86 
372.95 403.13 398.48 347.33 384.69 545.22 434.21 
21!5.10 349.61 407.87 420.02 425.41 444.19 422.75 
382.09 . 483.66 422.61 419.03 447.63 498.24 455.91 
406.38 444.34 421.15 473.40 477.41 483.52 493.83 
401.71 381.86 460.36 460.50 458.00 513.21 432.55 
482.65 501.65 513.00 4ft3. 00 497.96 605.72 626.82 
366.16 378.65 338.66 276.37 349.43 851.75 348.27 
444.05 538.62 498.88 465.15 499.74 514.40 530.97 
574.32 567.91 552.52 555.68 490.73 528.09 499.26 
250.43 234.54 254.56 237.23 244.27 252.49 239.41 
459.41 483.78 456.55 474.71 478.66 517.24 598.47 
425.06 448.09 431.80 «8. 97 454.30 487.28 504.71 
400.53 382.64 389.07 410.37 390.10 384.80 417.92 
400.73 354.95 391.06 452.19 453.33 456.02 430.97 
286.00 313.49 304.88 im.75 334.65 344.42 362.87 
249.61 262.38 306.83 260.71 005.26 307.46 308.39 
344.35 352.16 340.08 420.51 418.78 405.76 413.50 
279.20 277.22 236.21 276.54 245.88 285.88 295.95 

~ 

Of course the railway mail clerks work longer shifts-twelve, 
fourteen, sixteen. and eighteen hours-but they get the conse
quent lay-offs. The average time put in by the railway mail 
clerk is a little less than eight hours, the same ·as it is by the 
carrier. 

Now I quote from a report made as to Kansas. The trade re
ports, however, are very meager. I have not picked these out 
to suit myself; I have only taken such as the Commissioner of 
Labor furnished me, and have had to accept them. Here is a 
report of the wages of different wage-earners, by occupations, in 
the State of Kansas: 

Statistics of wage-earners, State of Kansas, by occupation groups, 1900. 

Average yearly A~;::eJ:~~Y ~~i Average yearly Days unemployed 
wages. sources. cost of living. during yea.r. 

Occupation groups. 
Number Number Number Number Days 
reyort- Amount. report- Amount. report- Amount. report- unem-

-----------------------------l-1-n_g_. _ ______ in_g_. _______ in_g_. _______ in_g_. __ P_lo_y_e_d_. 

[€i}f~::y~~~~~~::~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~::~~::::::~~~~~~~:::~~~~~~:~~~ ~ 1:~ :~ i ~ ,§ ifi j iJ 
Farm labor-------------------------------------------------------------------------- 35 205.81 35 218.95 33 122.35 · 28 51 

All occupations.----·------------------·------------------------------_-------- 494 601.07 494 ~ ~ ~~---ooQ __ 7_3_ 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. I Mr. CANNON. I yield fifteen minutes additional to the gen-
Mr. LOUD. The gentleman from illinois said he would yield tleman from California. · 

me more time if I desired it. Mr. LOUD. I told the gentleman I would try to get through 
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in half an hour, if I could. I should like to have more time, so 
that gentlemen could a k me any questions they desired. 

I find, according to this Kansas report, that the yearly income 
of railway trainmen in the State of Kansas, who are the highest 
paid men in this country engaged in any mechanical trade, and 
this includes engineers, conductors, :firemen, and brakemen
their average annual income is 980.08. 

With the railroad trainmen the same rule is applicable as that 
to the railway mail clerk. He is absent from home and his ex
pen es, necessarily additional, are the same as the railway mail 
clerk, which will run from $100 to $150 a year. So that the car
rier makes more net money than the railway trainmen of the 
country. In that table is also included other railway employees 
whose salaries average $641.27; in the building trade, $520.64. I 
will also incorporate that in my remarks. 

Mr. GILBERT. What document is that? 
Mr. LOUD. This is a report from the commis ioner of labor 

in Kansas. It is included in'' Bulletin, Department of Labor, 
No. 38." 

I will also :file with my remarks the income of the substitute 
carrier, compiled here fl·om 20 cities. We could not get all of the 
cities, but I assume the 20 cities are a fair average. The average 
amoun is 390 a year during his term as substitute, which is 
about $32 or $33 a month from the very time that they begin 
work. · 

POST-OFFICE DEP A.RTMENT, 
FIRST As ISTAI\'T POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 

OFFICE OF GENERAL S{TPERINTENDENT 
FREE-DELIVERY SYSTEM, DIVISION OF CITY DELIVERY, 

Washington, March 26, 1.902. 
Hon. E. F. LoUD, House of Rep7·esentatives. 

Sm: Referring again to your favor of the 15th instant asking for informa
tion relative to the free-delivery service in the twenty largest cities of the 
country, I have the honor to submit herewith a statement showing the avro·
age annual compensation to substitute carriers for carrier service performed 
by them. 
NewYor!

1
N. Y ___ , __________ $363.30 New Orleans, La------------ $350.00 

Chicago, ill .--------- ·---------- 460.00 Detroit~ Mich__ ______________ 510.00 
Philadelphfa,Pa _______________ 410.52 MilwaUKee, Wis ------------· 306.75 

~t2~~~~=================== ~:~ :e~~~~j~·-?.::::::::::: ~:~ Baltimore,Md _________ ________ 484.35 Jersey City,N.J ............ 360.00 
Cleveland, Ohio---------...... 375.00 Louisville,Xy --------------- 4.00.00 
Buffalo, N. Y _______ ...... -----· 372.00 MinneapolisJ\Hnn ---------- 278.00 
San Francisco

1
Cal ____________ 417.00 Providence,.tl;.I ------------- 384-.. 70 

Cincinnati, Ohio. _____ ......... 385. 94 
Pittsburg,Pa __________ , ______ 347.00 Average---------------- 391100+ 

Very respectfully, 
J. M. MASTEN, 

.Acting F it·st .Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Now, I would like to know in what vocation. a young man 
would enter in any commercial house that he would get $32 or $33 
the first month or the first year. I have been interested -in sev
eral boys in my life, and have helped to put them into large com
mel·cial houses, where they may be :fitted for combat with life, 
and I find that they get about 20 a month in my country when 
they go in as boys. Of com·se there are some men who become 
carriers after they are 34 years 'of age arui have families, and 
maintain that it is a very small amount to receive. But let me 
ask why do they become carriers? Because life has practically 
been a failure with them in contact with the rest of our people 
up to that time. 

1\fr." GOLDFOGLE. When they get very old and infirm, too, 
they get no pension. 

Mr. LOUD. That is true; but our friends, the letter carrie1·s, 
have been here with a bill for pension. They withdrew that bill 
for pension of 60 to 75 per cent of full salary, and now only urge 
a bill to increase the salaries up to 1,200. 

1\fr. Wl\f. ALDEN SMITH. There is no such proposition as 
that now. 

Mr. LOUD. There is no such proposition as that now, but I 
will add that, as chairman of that committee for a number of 
years, what I am saying to the House is in the best of faith to 
you, nd I think the Ho';lSe ought to be . infor;ned. . They con
cluded that they would Withdraw the pens10n· bill until they got 
$1,200 a year and I think no one will contradict or will deny that 
that is their intent; and, that after they shall have pushed through 
Congress a bill to pay them $1,200 a year compulsory, whether 
they be good, bad, or indifferent, whether they carry in the best 
district in a city or are collectors, then they will come to you 
for pensions. And then gentlemen talk about all carriers being 
alike. Why, many times in my city a carrier has come to me 
and said, '' My district is so hard. that I can not carry it. I ca.J?
not do that work.'' 

Many times I have gone to the superintendent and told him 
that, and he replied, ''I will detail carrier ' Smith' for a week; " 
and when he has done that for a week he has said, " It is 
the easiest thing I have had.'' Now, do you ask. me if _carr~ers 
are alike? I say no. If you ever talk about earner legiSlation, 

yon should not contemplate paying them all the same salary. 
I think they ought to be advanced, if advanced at all, a hun
dred a year on efficiency, and not by law. 

Now, I must hurry on. I can not attempt to suggest to this 
House further what it ought to do. If the House takes up this 
legislation, it it must do that, let it do an act of justice to all 
the postal employees, and if you are going to do that, it will in
crease the salary roll from ten to twelve or :fifteen million dollars 
a year. 

Now: then, one more thought about letter can·iers and I am 
done. I want to make this broad statement: While the carriers 
have used every means in their power to secure the passage of 
this bill, many means which I have no right or desire to criticise, 
I say that they have come to Congress with unclean hands, and 
in a court of equity would have no standing, neither can they 
have before this legislative body. I have never had any doubt 
but that Congress would do what its judgment dictated ulti
mately. The Letter Carriers' Association in 1899levied an assess
ment on its members of $10 a head, which assessment would have 
returned from $120,000 to $150,000. For what purpo e? I do not 
think anybody questions but that that assessment was levied. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN Sl\fiTH. I have heard it denied. 
Mr. LOUD. I will put in my remarks the proof, or I would not 

have made the statement. I want to say, in justice to the ar
riers, that they protested, or that a majority of the branches pro
tested. The matter went before the Scranton convention and 
wa.s referred to the branches, and a majority of the branches pro· 
tested against the assessment, and yet the assessment was made. 
In many instances it was paid, and while an offer to return the 
money was made, some of them, at lea.st, I am informed, have re
fused to accept the return of that money and it lies subject to 
order. 

In this connection I want the Clerk to read a speech of James 
Arkison, of Fall River, Mass. Let us see if there is any doubt a.s 
to whether the assessment was ever levied, and let us see some of 
the instruments with which they have worked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
[Speech of James Arkison, Fall River, Mass., chairman of the National Asso

ciation of Letter Carriers, September, 1899.] 
Now, brothers, in regard to the financial report read here by the secre

tary; it was misleading to a great many members. They charge so much to 
James Ark:ison, chairman of the legislative committee, and so much to Arki
son again, and it is James Arkison all through the report· he is the fellow 
taking all the money. Let me say to you, we do not see anybody else on that 
committee, or anything else that is shown in the expenses. One man has got 
to take the burden, and I am the man who takes it. And whatever you do, 
if you will stand by the man you elect, the officers and the legislative com
mittee, if any men of this country are brought in to help to do your work, all 
the expense will be charged to the chairman of the legislative committee; 
there will be no other person. 

If at this convention every man voted that I should disclose the names of 
the men who have assisted us in legislation, I would not do it for the whole 
convention. The expense of the committee for the year has been $4,650, and 
that is less than it has been for the last seven or eight years. 

"' * * * * * • This slanderin~ of the national officers has got to stop, or somebody will 
be brought up With a very short turn. There is a limit to it. I stand ready 
to face any branch in the coun~ the officials of the departments, the Su
preme Court, or injunctions; but when you trust an¥ work to me and the 
convention votes for it, I will carry it out under the direction of the officers; 
and if they saY. carry it out in secret, all the men in this country can not get 
me to say anything. They can kick me out. That is all they can do. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does this gentleman belong to 
the Letter Carriers' Association now? . 

Mr. LOUD. I will admit that he is not now a member of the 
legislative committee of the Letter Carriers' Association. I do 
not know whether he is a can-ier or not. And yet MI·. Parsons 
and this gentleman were continued in office in 1899 after that 
expose. They were reelected: I believe, again in 1900, and in 1901, 
when it was discovered that this legislation had not been accom
plished, Mr. Parsons was thrown to the rear, and a new deal was 
had, and, in my .opinion, lack of success more than anything else 
was the cause of his downfall. Yet let me state that their per 
capita tax was increased to $2 a man. This legislative fund at 
that time was abolished, and all of the money went into one 
fund. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Right at that point I think it is 
due to state, if the gentleman knows, whether the same methods 
that he condemns and everybody of sense condemns are applied 
to-day in any way, shape, or form. I do not understand that 
they are, and if they are not, give them credit for it . 

Mr. LOUD. These are very difficult subjects to deal with. I 
will not make a statement one way m.· the other. The gentleman 
n·om Michigan does not deny any longer that this as e sment was 
levied? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. No; but I never heard of it 
before. 

Mr. LOUD. Now,! hold in my hand the protest of Branch No. 
24, of Los Angeles, and they deserve credit for it. By the way, 
some one borrowed the one I had. I thought I put it in a safe 
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place, and I got this one by sending some distance for it. They 
say: 

NATIONAL ASSOCI.A.TION OF LETTER CARRIERS, BRANCH No. 24, 
Los Angeles, Cal., June 7,1899. 

To all b1·anches and membe1·s of the National Association of Lettet· Car•rie1·s of 
the United States, g1·eeting: 
In accordance with a series of resolutions passed by Branch No. 24, of Los 

Angeles, Cal., at the last regular monthly meeting, held June 3, a committee 
was appointed, whose names are appended hereto, who were instructed to 
draft an address to all other branches, setting forth the action of this branch 
in reference to the recent asses ment of $10 per capita levied on the mem
bership by the president of the association and the executive board 
thereof. 

* * * * * * 
This assessment, if paid, will aggregate between $120,000 and S150,000, and 

on and after September 1 next would be at the absolute call and disposal of 
the executive board, none of whom are under bonds for the safe custody and 
proper disposition of so large a fund. As we have no legitimate and proper 
use for so L.<trge a sum of money, it would obviously be unwise and unsafe to 
invite extravagance, corruption, and dishonesty by placing such a sum at the 
absolute disposal of an irresponsible board of officials-the more so as the na
tional convention. will m eet m Scranton, Pa., a few days after the assessment 
becomes due and payable and at the disposal of the executive board. This 
conve-ntion, it may safely be assumed, are much more competent to decide as 
to advisability of the accumulation of so large a sum than the president and 
executive board, whose services as officers of the association may terminate 
at that time. 

'l'his branch has reason to beli-eve that the proceeds of $10 per capita as
sessment are intended to be used corruptly and illegally in intiuencing Con
gressional legislation in our favor. The address given here by the vice
president confirms us in this opinion. His address was an argument in favor 
of using any methods to effect om· purpose, that bribery and corruption were 
universal, and that the use of money liberally was absolutely essential to the 
.securing of legislation in our behalf; that such men as-

I will not mention the names of these people, because they are 
now living-
were successful men, their ~restige not affected unfavorably by their pecul
iar methods of " doin~ politics." 

We can readily believe that those born and ·brought up jn an atmosphere 
of p olitical rottenness and corruption such as obtains in New Y m·k City and 
San Francisco should take that view of it. 

* * * * * * It is already known through an. Associated Press fupa tch that the Chicago 
carriers, under the potent influence of the president of the Letter Carriers' 
Association, have "enthusiastically" voted to raise $200,000 as a fund to be 
used in effecting legislation to ''increase their salaries," the fund to be placed 
in the ha.nds of the board of trustees who are to "engineer the scheme," as 
the press dispatch expressed it. 

This is a very interesting document. 
Mr. PEARRE. May I ask the gentleman whether he lives at 

San Francisco? [Laughter.] 
Mr. LOUD. Oh, yes; that is m.y home, and the gentleman 

knew it. I will make this statement, however, which I did not 
care to make, that the president of the Letter Carriers' Associa
tion did say to me that "if this bill is reported from your com
mittee I will enter into an agreement that it shall not be consid
ered at this session of Congress." Now, as to whether they are 
using these things politically for themselves or not I will leave 
the gentleman to dtiltermine. They elect this fall a president for 
two years. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. They are not the only people who 
postpone important legislation. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, then, in conclusion, let me say again that 
the leiter carriers, as a class, receive more net dollars per year 
than either railway mail clerks, post-office clerks, third or fourth 
class postmasters, or any class of skilled mechanics. Railway 
mail clerks' salaries were reduced in 1885, the trend of salaries of 
post-office clerks being also downward from 1885 to 1897. The 
Post-Office Department recommended that some action be taken 
looking to an increase of their salaries, and Congress has re
sponded yea1· by year, but they have not yet reached the scale of 
the letter carriers, who have never yet received a favorable rec
ommendation from the Department for an increase. 

The salal'ies of all third and fourth class postmasters were re
duced 33t per cent in 1885, when postage was reduced from 
3 to 2 cents, and no action has yet been taken looking to an in
crease. 

I will not attempt to say whether Congress should increase all 
along the line the salaries of Government employees who are 
now annually receiving 25 per cent more than men in like or simi
lar positions in civil life, but I have no hesitation in saying that 
if action is taken it should be along the whole line, an action that 
will put all post-office employees upon the same plane, consider
ing, of course, the character and gTade of work performed by 
each. 

I can not too strongly c ndemn a system of compulsory promo
tions under authority of statute, such as the letter carriers now 
have, as tending to destroy the efficiency of the postal service. 
Hope is the guiding star of civilization. Take from man the hope 
of doing better by his own personal effort and you remove civiliza
tion, advancement, and happiness. [Applause.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield one hour to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. :1\fr. Chairman, nearly seven 
long months have come and gone into the silent past since the 
present Congress assembled. Now, as we near the close of the 
session it is eminently proper that some one should review its
acts of omission ·and commission and present to the country a . 
kind of balance sheet of its doings. I regret that some one better 
qualified than myself has not undertaken to make this account-

in~t the outset I desire to say that it is a source of COJ;tgratulation 
at this time to all Democrats, and should be to the whole country, 
that the Democratic party is now more united,. and there is more 
harmony in its ranks, not only in Cong1·ess, but throughout the 
Union, than at any time within the past eight years. While this 
is true, there is more of discord and a greater want of harmony 
in the dominant party in Congress and out of Congress than has 
existed in that organization for a long period. 

It must be borne in mind that the Republican party is now, 
and has been for nearly six years, in the absolute and supreme 
control of the Government in all its branches and departments. 
That is to say, it has had the President and the complete control 
of both branches of Congress since eal'ly in 1897.- The power 
given to a political party bythepeople of.this Republic when, by 
an affirmative vote, they place it into the full control of the affairs 
of the country is very vast, almost beyond realization. This vote 
of power carries with it immense duties and responsibilities. To 
obtain it platforms are adopted and pledges solemnly and pub
licly given by the politic,1.l parties to the electors who make and 
unmake administrations. • 

It is therefore never out of pla~e to call upon the party in power 
for an accounting as to the mode and manner of its execution of 
the. high trust with which it stands solemnly charged. I purpose 
in the remarks I am now to submit to make some inquiry into 
the trusteeship of the dominant party for the past six years, and 
to call upon it for an accounting as to its administl'ation of gov
ernment. 

I admit that I do not make the investigation as a member of 
the party or the trust now in charge of the government or even 
as a political friend and ally of the dominant party, but it is bet
ter, probably, for the investigation that I am not in partnership 
with them. A proper investigation can not well ~e made by a 
member of that party. Reforms are not usually brought about 
when conducted within a political organization, and I am here to 
insist that reforms, radical and far-reaching in their nature and 
effect, are imperatively demanded. 

The party in power was intrusted by the people at the election 
in 1896 with full governmental control upon express promises 
given by the party pdor to the election. They can not complain . 
if they are asked to be held to a strict fulfillment of those pledges, 
and if it be shown that they have been derelict in keeping and 
observing them that they should receive the condemnation which 
their infidelity to them merits. 

In order that there may be no misunderstanding or mistake as 
to the issue to be joined by myself as against the party in power, 
I charge at the outset hat its record during the past six years is 
spotted all over with the indelible leprosy of faithlessness to its 
pledges made to a confiding constituency. It has inexcusably 
failed in some instances to do what it promised and pledged itself 
to do if given power, and it has done things it should not have 
done and for which it should be discredited and voted out of 
power by the American people. I will endeavor to enumerate 
some of its violated platform and other pledges solemnly made in 
order to obtain the reins of government, but for want of time will 
not be able to refer to all of them. 

For some rea,cwn we are now, to-day, confronted by a peculiar 
and novel condition of affairs in Congress in respect to the un
fulfilled promises of the party of 1·easonable trade concessions to 
Cuba. These concessions they have bound themselves to give 
that island. Because of discord in the ranks of this party, and a 
rebellion on the part of certain of its members in this body and 
in another body not necessary to mention against its trained 
leaders, these promises and pledges are unredeemed, and the 
urgent recommendations of the President and the entire Admin
istration to redeem them are disregarded and set at naught. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman state when and bywhom 
those pledges were made? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; I will. As I stated, 
the President has, first in his annual message and then in a 
special message within the last few days, reminded the party 
and the country of those pledges. 

Inspired by patriotic motives, this side of the House went to the 
relief of the dominant party and assisted in passing through this 
body the measure to give trade concessions to Cuba, but we did 
not do this until there was placed upon it a proper amendment 
repealing the differential duty on sugar. This amendment injuri
ously affects the Sll.oo-ar trust, and for this, or some other reason, 
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deponent sayeth not what, the Republican party refuses to pass 
the mea-sure and keep its promises and maintain good faith 
toward Cuba. · 
' In 1896 the party pledged itself to save the country if possible 

from the gold standard, and reiterated assurances and pledges it 
had given in its national platforms of 1884~ 1888, and 1892 that 
the party wa-s in favor of bimetallism. It promised with an 
audacity unparalleled that if intrusted by the people with power 
it would promote international bimetallism. It totally and in
gloriously violated this promise, and instead thereof proceeded to 
enact legislation committing the country to the single gold 
standard. -

They passed what they called the gold-standard act March 14, 
. 1900, and whether this policy was right or wrong, wise or unwise, 

I am not now inquiring; I am only saying it was a palpable viola
tion of ante-election pledges. To enact that legislation after ob
taining power upon the strength of pledges and promises in direct 
opposition to that policy was a base violation of the trust com
mitted to their hands and was the building by that party of an 
enduring monument to its own perfidy and unfaithfulness. The 
passage of that currency act was in flagrant violation of all their 
former professions and ante-election pledges, and no election 
frauds or stuffing of ballot boxes in Philadelphia or elsewhere in 
all this land is of grosser immorality and more truly deserves the 
just condemnation of a betrayed people. 

In its platfmm of 1900, when again asking for power and place, 
it pledged itself to the principles of the gold standard, which it 
declared it had set up and established in the act of March, 1900, 
and yet when the battle was on and the conflict was raging be
tween the two great parties that same year, it declared through 
its chosen chief financial officer and mouthpiece, the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and many other lesser lights, that the gold-standard 
act was not safely on the statute books, and that unless he, or 
someone like unto himself, was kept in his office by a Republican 
President, that that standard was insecure, and that its blessings 
might not be enjoyed and made perpetual. 

Although they had arrogantly boasted in their platform and 
on the hustings that '' the parity of all our money and the sta
bility of our currency on a gold basis had been secured," this 
Secretary of the Treasury and other leaders of his party brazenly 
announced to the voters and the country that "the parity of all 
the money had not been assured, and that the stability of all the 
currency on the gold basis ' ' could be destroyed by a Presidential 
order. 

If this latter statement was true, the real financial situation had 
hardly been changed or modified by the currency act of March, 
1900, and thus this boasted act of Congress was proclaimed by the 
party itself to be a hollow mockery, and must have been pa-ssed 
either to deceive the country or- it was evidence of the la-ck of 
ability of the party to enact intelligent legislation. They are left 
to take either horn of the dilemma. The argument made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury and other leaders of their party again 
beguiled the sovereign people, and a further lease of political 
power was given the dominant party. 

The scarecrow of some Presidential order overturning the gold
standard act was held up on every stump throughout the cam
paign, and fervid appeals were made to capitalists, and indeed to 
all classes, to once more give the dominant party power that this 

• defect, or alleged defect, discovered by the astute Secretary of 
the Treasury, in the currency act might be corrected and the 
country saved from irretrievable misfortune and disaster. 

It was, therefore, most natural to expect that when the oppor
tunity was again given to the dominant party to cure the al
leged defect in the law and an opportunity be given to place the 
stability of the gold standard beyond the power of destruction by 
Executive or Presidential orders, that no time would be lost by 
them in the ena-ctment of such legislation. They promised that 
if power be continued in their hands, that the gold standard and 
the parity of all our money would be conclusively established. 

Yet when the Congress, R-epublican in both branches, assembled 
in December, 1900, just subsequent to the election of that year, 
although their promise and pledge to cure the defects in the law 
mentioned were fresh in their minds and in the minds of the 
American people, they permitted that session of Congress to 
close without any effort to amend the currency law. And so 
again, this session of Congress convened on the first Monday of 
December last, and although we are now near its close, not one 
line of remedial or alleged remedial legislation of the currency 
act of 1900 has been enacted. If any such remedial or amend
atory act has been considered by the dominant party, or even in
troduced into Congress, it has been permitted to sleep unnoticed 
by the powers that be. -

The conclusion is therefore inevitable that the party discredits 
their great financial oracle, the late Secretary of the Treasury, 
and gives no weight to his alarming prophecy of· disaster to the 
business interests of the country in the event of defeat to that 

organization. In consideration of these facts and the light of 
history, may we not charge that when the party, through its Sec
retary of the Treasury, sounded the alarm I have mentioned, and 
assumed to rally the people around the financial saviors of the 
country, his -party was simply building another monument, not 
this time one of perfidy, but one of its twin sister, hypocrisy. 

Not having witnessed since the last election any effort to enact 
legislation to place the gold standard and the parity and stability 
of all our money beyond the power of Executive disturbance, we 
may safely assume that in the next campaign we will not be told 
that there is any danger to be apprehended or injury to come 
to the country or its business interests from this source, no mat
ter what may be the result of the election. But I will here dis
miss this subject. 

If I were called upon to name the agency or factor in American 
affairs at this time most dangerous to our institutions and threat
ening to their permanency, I would name the trusts. This may 
seem on casual thought to be an exaggerated statement, but I 
verily believe it is true. Some idea of the magnitude and extent 
of the trust business in our country may be had from a recent 
statement made by James J. Hill, in an address to the illinois 
Manufacturers' Association. In this address he said that the 
capitalization of 183 American corpo1·ations, commonly called 
trusts, is, in round numbers, $5,000,000,000. 

I have in my possession a printed list of these combinations 
which shows that there are more than 290 of them in this coun
try. I believe this list is reliable, and it fm·ther shows that the 
capitalizationofthesecorporationsamountstoover$10,000,000,000. 
If we accept the more conservative of these two statements-that 
is, that the capitalization of the trusts amounts to $5,000,000,000-
it is difficult for one to realize what is meant by the statement. 
It means that the ca-pitalization of these concerns exceeds the 
total stock of money of the United States by $2,000,000,000, of 
Great Britain by nearly $3,000,000,000, and of Germany by about 
$4,000,000,000. . . 

In other words, the total stock or capitalization of these 183 
concerns, accepting Mr. Hill's statement, is more than the entire 
stock of money of the United States, Great Britain, and Germany 
combined. It is almost impossible to oyerstate or exaggerate the 
immense and almost limitless power they can exert in the forum 
of politics, in the marts of trade, and in social life. It should be 
borne in mind, too, that they constitute a new element in our 
trade and business operations and experience. 

That they are a factor to be feared, and one that imperatively 
demands the strong hand of the Federal Government for control 
can not be denied, but must be apparent to all persons. If one 
doubted this, that doubt could be removed when he is reminded 
that one of these trusts has the power, and only recently exer
cised it, of extorting more than$1,000,000 in a single month from 
the consumers of one article of food over and above what would 
ordinarily have been taken from them, and Ulat of prime neces
sity to them, in one city of our country. 

This was done in Philadelphia, as was freely charged in the 
newspapers of that city, by an arbitrary raising of the price of 
beef, and when the state and condition of the meat market did 
not justify or warrant such increase in price. This is only a sin
gle specimen of what they can do, and are doing all the time and 
everywhere throughout the land. Other instances might be given, 
but time will not permit. A striking illustration of their marvel
ous influence and power will be found by consulting the price 
lists of to-day. 

It will be seen from these lists that scores. and hundreds of 
articles, the products of highly protected manufa-ctures in this 
country, manipulated and controlled by the trust, are made and 
transported to foreign countries, all freights, duties , and other 
expenses paid there, where they are sold daily in the foreign 
market at prices considerably lower than those demanded and 
received from our home consumers in our home markets. I am 
not here demanding that these organizations shall be totally sup
pressed and destroyed by Congressional legislation. It may come 
to that later in our history. At present the1·e comes up from 
every village and hamlet of this broad land an irrepressible cry 
for their government and control. 

Congress alone can answer this cry and afford the desired re
lief. And why should they not be subjected to the domination 
and control of the Government? If they are not curbed andre
strained in their oppressive and heartless commercial greed they 
will in time absorb all the wealth of the country and defy the 
power of the Government itself. They do not hesitate even now 
to make the boast that the life of the public man will be promptly 
taken by them if he has the temerity to attack them or to raise 
his voice against them. It can not be successfully denied that 
they are potent in politics. 

I have already said they were of recent origin. This is true, as 
they were never heard of in our fair and happy land until it was 
afflicted with the highest protective tariff law ever known in any 
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land or among any people. That this tariff is their mother we 
have the s_worn testimony of many of their chief beneficiaries. 
These trust magnates, under oath, freely admit the parentage 
of the high protective tariff, and confess that without its be
nignant nursing and coddling they could not exiet and would 
rapidly perish. 

I said a moment ago that they were almost all-powerful in pol
itics, and it is charged that they dominate and control the party 
in power. The strong arm of the Federal Government alone can 
govern them and stay their progress and stop their intolerable 
greed and prevent their cruel supremacy in all our markets. Will 
the Government stretch forth its restraining hand and do these 
things? What is the Government? At present it is a Republican 
President, with a Senate and House of Representatives with a 
large Republican majority in each body. , 

The power, and the power alone to save, is with the President 
and the Congress. The appeal for relief is made by a suffering 
people, but that appeal goes unheeded and is treated not alone 
with smdid silence but with contemptuous and devilish disdain. 
When the conditions have become unbearable and fervid appeals 
crowd thick and fast upon that for:m, which alone can afford 
relief, a deaf ear is turned and the comforting answer is made 
that we " should let well enough alone. " 

Let me ask, to whom is it well enough? Surely not to those 
in one city from whom $1,000,000 is extorted without cause 
for beef in a single month. The party in power has hereto
fore recognized, and do now recognize, the evils of which we 
complain. In its national platforms it solemnly declared against 
trusts. It sought and obtained power upon an express promise 
to give relief to the country from their rapacity and unholy greed. 
I charge here that it has been recreant to that promise and pledge. 
That there may be no answer made to this g1·ave charge here ex
pressed, that I am mistaken or that I misrepre ent that party, I 
will quote the declaration made by it in its national convention 
two years ago. I quote literally from their last platform the fol
lowing words: 

We condemn all conspil-acies and combinations intended to restrict busi
ness, to create monopolies to limit production, or to control prices, and 
favor such legislation as ;tlleffectively restrain and.prevent all such abuses, 
protect and promote competition, and secure the rights of producers, labor
ers, and all who are engaged in industlies and commerce. 

The language is,'' We condemn all conspiracies and combina
tions intended to restrict business." This is a plain and simple 
declaration, but we have no evidence that it was made in sin
cerity. What they condemn in the words just quoted is exactly 
what these trusts do every day, and for which complaint is made. 
Who can remedy the complaint? The party alone which so 
severely condemns it in words. 

If their condemnation was sincere why have they not legislated, 
and why do they not now legislate, to put a stop to these con
spiracies and combinations intended to restrict and which do so 
effectively restrict business. The Republican party alone can 
apply the remedy, and although that party has been in the su
preme and absolute control of all the branches of the Government 
for more than five years they have not within that time passed a 
line of legislation to put a stop to the great evil complained of. 

No friend or apologist of the trust will Q.eny that they create 
monopolies, limit productions, and control prices. If for these 
things they are condemned by the Republican party and by the 
whole people, I again ask, Why is the remedy not applied? The 
same platform declared that the Republican party "favored such 
legislation as would effectually restrain and prevent all such 
abuses." I again ask if this declaration was true? Was it not 
simply an ante-election declaration, made alone for the purpose of 
obtaining votes, and with no intention of ena<:ting restraining 
legislation? 

Again, that platform declared" that the Republican party fa
vored such legislation as would protect and promote competition 
and secure the rights of producers, laborers , and all who are en
gaged in industry and commerce."' Beautiful words and beau
tiful sentiment. But instead of being real and full of meanll_lg, 
they can only be interpreted in the light of experience, as a tin
kling cymbal and as sounding brass. 

What has the Republican party ever done to remedy the trust 
evil. The reply comes glibly from some partisan of that party 
that in 1890 it placed on the statute books the Sherman antitrust 
law. Is that law sufficient? Why, under that statute these com
binations have grown up like mushrooms in a nark cellar. That 
law has not put out of existence the trusts which bad then been 
formed, nor has it prevented their enormous growth and increase 
in numbers. It is glaringly defective in its provisions, and should 
long since have been properly amended. 

That act,· however, provides for criminal prosecution of those 
engaged in these unlawful combinations. How m_any people 
have been indicted or punished under that law in the twelve years 
of its existence? How many trusts have been put out of exist-

ence by its operations? If 1t is defective, why has it not been 
amended and made effectual? Not a line has been added to this 
act of 1890 by the dominant party, though, as stated, it has been 
for a long time in the supreme control of the Government, and 
during which period these concerns have enormously multi
plied. 

Seeing that they had nothing to fear from Congress, and that 
no real efforts to stop the robbery of the trusts were being made, 
they have gone along in the broad open ·daylight with their ne
farious work until nearly all the business of the people has been 
organized into monopolies and combinations, and the prices of 
commodities have been fictitiously forced upward to the con
sumers to the point of ruin, and billions of fictitious capitaliza
tion or watered stock in mighty companies have been enabled 
thereby to realize splendid dividends wrung from a helpless peo
ple for the necessary articles that enter into their daily cost of 
living. 

I have referred to the abnormal condition in the meat market, 
brought about by the machinations of the trusts, and the exorbi
tant price to which they lifted the price of beef a few month-s ago. 
The claim was falsely set up by the trusts as a justification for 
this outrage that it was due to " the scarcity of cattle." To show 
conclusively that this was untrue and that there was no founda
tion for the de_fense they were falsely making, I call attention to 
the real facts as to the exports of meat products from this coun
try at the very time they were making the claim that there was a 
scarcity of cattle here. 

The Treasury export tables recently issued show that for the 
month of March, 1902, the United States exported meat as fol
lows: 

~fi'ehd ~~m:e<ibeer:~~~~~: :~~~:~==~:==~~~:::::~::::: ~~::::~::::::::::: 52'~~:~ 
Canned beef _________ _ ------------------_--- -- ------------------___ _____ 465,284 

i::1 ~~~~:~1:~~~:~;:~:::::::::::;::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: t~:!~ 
Total __ -------------------- ________ •••.•• ---------------- ------···· 8, 739,357 

This ·table shows that nearly $9,000,000 worth of American 
meats were sent abroad in the month of March, so that it appears 
that during this month, according to the contention of the beef 
trust, there was such a scarcity of cattle that it became necessary 
to advance the prices of meat to prices that were prohibitory to 
thousands and ten~ of thousands of families, and yet it could 
easily ship out of this country this enormous quantity of meat. 

The facts show that the trust shipped this meat to Great 
Britain and other countries and sold it in their retail markets, 
and at prices considerably below the prices demanded from home 
consumers. The price list shows that on April 30 la-st American 
beef was selling in London at 14 cents a pound, which was 10 
cents lower than the New York price for the same class of beef 
at that date, and yet Congress enacts no remedial legislation. 

The result of the conspiracy to exact tribute from the people 
upon the beef they were compelled to buy, as shown by the market 
reports, has been a large falling off in its consumption. The con
sumers of beef have been compelled to resort to substitutes there
for , but the relief obtained in this way was only temporary, for 
forthwith the substitutes were cornered and their prices at once 
raised to exorbitant figures. Some persons resorted to poultry 
and eggs, but by a well-organized monopoly the retailers who 
dealt in chickens were forced to pay for them as high as 50 cen~ 
per pound. 

The fresh eggs which formerly filled the market places now find 
their way into refrigerator cars and cold-storage depots until con
sumers are forced to pay the trusts and monopolies higher prices 
for their daily supply of stale poultry and eggs than ever before 
in our history. Monopolies like those which were granted by the 
Crown in France and in England three centuries ago, and which 
were finally consumed in the heat of popular rage and indigna
tion, are now self-existent in this free country, and they virtually 
divide every man's beefsteak with him by cutting down the 
amount of it which he can buy for a dollar. 

Conspiracies to raise the prices of the necessaries of life have 
been crimes at the common law in England for more than two 
hundred years. It is to be doubted if any European monarch 
could long maintain his seat on his throne if he allowed a grasp
ing and heartless monopoly like the beef trust to put his people 
on an allowance of food as our own people are on an allowance 
to-day. 

If the people continue to submit to the existing state of things 
by continuing the trusts in power in this Government, and fail 
to make a change in their servants at the ballot box, it woulcl 
prove that they deserve their fate, and that they ought to be 
compelled to endure the evils of these combinations. It is abso
lutely sure that no remedy against the evils of monopoly will be 
furnished by the monopolists. It is also true that no forms of 
law can be placed on the statute book which will restrain trusts 
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so long as the .execution of these laws is left in the hands of the 
trusts. 

If we would remedy these bad conditions the appeal for relief 
must be made, not to the trusts and monopolies, nor to any po
litical party which they ·can controL The appeal will lie and 
must be made to the masses of the people who, in their every-day 
lives, feel the heavy hand of the t1·ust upon their means of sub
sistence. It must be made .to those who realize that the rise in 
the price of meat, cruelly ma-de by the trusts, is theft from the 
poor man's dinner plate at home and from his dinner pail when 
he is at work. 

The efficient and natural remedies for the unbearable evils com
plained of are of comparative easy application. There are two 
remedies for such evils. The one is through the tariff law and 
the .other through governmental control. It is not necessary to 
resort to absolute free trade. Nor is it necessary to demand 
or require a total destruction of corporations. In very many in
stances corporations are nece....<::aary and beneficial agencies of ac
tivity, and serve to develop industrial exercise and many business 
interests. But being the creatures of the sovereign-that is, the 
artificial person created by law-the sovereign, the creator, may 
impose the conditions of theil· existence and plooe due and proper 
limits upon their operations. It is not their total destruction or 
prohibition that is demanded, but their control and government, 
so that, while being protected and fostered by the Government, 
neither it n.or the people shall be injuriously affected by them. 

In 1890, now twelve years ago, it was discovered that the power 
of the trusts was becoming so great that there should be some 
restraint placed upon them by Congress, and as a result the act 
known as the "Sherman antitrust law" was passed. I have al
ready referred to this act. It has failed in its purpose. The 
necessity for its amendment is appru:ent and admitted, and yet 
it has not been amended by the Republican party. The subject 
was considered, and amendments to that law making it effectual 
were considered in the last Congress, which, as stated, was Re
publican in both branches, when the defects in the Sherman Act 
were fullypointed out and made clea-r. 

·The amendments curing the defects and the omissions in that 
act were then ronclusively shown. No one contended that the 
Sherman Act was sufficient to accomplish the end desired, and no 
one controverted the fact that the bill then before Congress 
amending that act, and which was fully considered by the House, 
if enacted into law, would give relief to the people from the 
wicked oppression of these trusts. 

The mock-ery .and farce of the consideration of the bill for relief 
was gone through with, and although the people were unani
mously in favor of its enactment and their representatives nearly 
so, it was p1;1t ro sleep by the dominant party who controlled the 
Congress. Its passage was defeated by the Republican party. In 
the meantime ''combinations and conspiracies intended to restrict 
business" have multiplied in number like the locusts of Egypt. 
The end of this session of Congress, Republican in both branches, 
is in sight, and yet no measure of r elief has been passed or even 
considered. 

Even the efforts put forth by the party in power in the last 
Congress to pass a repressive measure ha.s not been repeated dur
ing this Congress, and it is now too late. Our friends on the 
other side appear to be paralyzed by their fear of the trust power 
and influence. They cry -out in their dismay and ask, Is not the 
President and the Attorney-General endeavoring to restrain the 
trusts by an action in the courts? 

This is true, but at the same time they know and admit that 
the present law under which the President is proceeding is not 
strong enough, and that the relief desired can not come to the 
people through the one action against the one beef trust. Con
gress, as I have repeatedly stated, must enact other legislation, but 

. action is not taken. While the masses are crying for relief, the 
dominant party is overcome with apathy. They are overtaken 
with a kind of legislative lethargy, and they are content to 
make the effort to substitute a dose of Executive strenuosity for 
Congressional ennui. 

In other words, they seem to hope that Presidential persever
ance will atone for their absence of legi lative energy and activity. 
l'tfeasures to control and go-vern trusts are pending now in the 
committees.ofthis House, which if reported by the majority, com
posed of Republicans in every committee, and taken up and 
passed would aff-ord speedy relief, if supplemented by the second 
remedy I would suggest-namely, the reforming, revising, and 
reducti.on of the rates of duty prescribed in the present tariff laws. 

One of the mea. ures of relief tow hich I refer is a bill introduced 
by myself into this Congress amendatory of the Sherman anti
trust law. This bill is almost identical in its provision to that 
passed by the House during the last Congress, and which theRe
publican majority in that Congress refused to enact in the law, 
although they permitted it to be passed by the House. This bill 
is H. R . 14947, and is entitled HA bill to amend an act entit led 'An 

act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints 
and monopolies,' approved July 2, 1890." 

As I have ah'eady stated, it was believed when this bill was 
pending before this body, in the last Congress, that if passed it 
would give relief to the country from the grinding exactions of 
the trust. We have tendered it again to the majority in this 
House, and earnestly ask for its consideration and pas age at their 
hands. To the enootment of this or a measure similar in its pro
vision every member on this side of the Chamber stands solemnly 
committed. We will to-day, and at any hom·, give unanimous 
consent for its passage. Enact this measure into law, and make 
some reasonable and fair reduction of the rates of duty prescribed 
in the pl'esent tariff law, and I confidently believe no intelligent 
man would contend that a most effectual check, if not the total 
suppression of trusts and monopolies, would speedily follow. Be
yond all peradventure theil' power to do evil would be greatly re-
duced. . 

The claim is made, however, that the tariff must only be re
formed by its friends. _ Do they not control aU the branches of 
the Government? Their utter failure to reform it shows that the 
reformation can not be left altogether to its friends. One might 
as well expect the wolf and the fox to reform themselves and 
give up their passion for the lamb and the fowl and become re
spectable and well-behaved denizens of the farm and poultry 
yard as to expect the ravenous and g1·eedy beneficiaries of high 
protection to voluntarily surrender any portion of their benefits 
under the law, or ro assist in any reformation of protective rates 
that reduced their profits. 

But I repeat what I stated a little while ago, that it is not neces
sary ro resort to absolute free trade or even to a radical or far· 
reaching reduction of tariff rates. Time and again during this 
session of Congress the opportunity has been given the majority 
party in this House to enact moderate measures that would have 
afforded immense relief to the country Another one of these re
lief measures which I had the honor to introduce into this House 
and which could have been considered on any day of the session 
that the majority might name is a measure to which I will now 
call attention. 

Even now unanimous consent would be cheerfully given by this 
side of the House for its consideration. [Applause.] When the 
opportunity was offered for its consideration in the House, such 
consideration was refused by the Republican majority. The 
measure to which I refer is very simple in its provisions, but that · 
it would be effective I believe can not be controverted. That 
measure provided: 

That when it is shown to the satisfaction of the President and Secretary 
of the Treasury that articles ~nd commodities are manufactured and con 
trolled or produced in the United States by a trust or trusts, the importa
tion of such articles and commodities from foreign countries shall be free of 
duty until. in the opinion of the President and Secretary of the Treasury, such 
manufacture, control, or production shall have ·ceased. 

The proposed measure contained the further provision: 
That when it is shown to the satisfaction of the President and Secretary 

of the Treasury that any article or commodity which is manufactured in the 
United Stat~ is sold in a foreign country mQl'e cheaply- than the price at 
which the same article or commodity is sold in the Umted States the rate of 
duty on such article or commodity shall be reduced by the President and 
Secretary .of the Treasury 50 per cent of the present ra.te, or to such extent 
as to prevent the continuance of such irregularity and injustice, and remove 
the indirect tariff bounty which promotes the same. 

If it be true, as I have ah·eady contended and as has been ad
mitted by many of the beneficiaries of the trusts, that the high 
protecti-ve tariff under which we now live is the mother of trusts, 
then it can not be denied that if the measures I have mentioned, 
brief and simple a..s they are, wet·e placed upon the statute books 
many of the opportunities that the trusts now avail themselves of 
to oppress the people and to wring from them exorbitant prices 
for the absolute necessaries of life would be largely t·emoved if 
not altogether destroyed. 

I can not undertake to mention at this time all the combinations 
affi:icting the body politic, but I do at this point mention one 
which is am-ong the most unjust and oppressive of all of them. 
It is the steel trust. This monopoly has become so obnoxious 
and offensive that even one great leader of the Republicans , Mr. 
BABCOCK, of Wisconsin, has been constrained by the pressure 
upon him at home to· introduce into this House a measure to 
give some relief to the people from its exorbitant and iniquitous 
exactions. 

And allow me to inquire when that gentleman, forced as he 
was to seek some measure of relief, in what dil·ection did he turn? 
In other words, what relief measure did he propose? Naturally 
enough, and not strange to say, it was a bill to reduce the tariff 
on the items of steel and il·on and the products thereof as set forth 
in the metal schedule of the Dingley tariff law. Allow me further 
to inquire why it is that when a Republican can no longer with
stand the pressure upon him by his own people for relief from 
the burdens imposed unnecessarily upon them by these monopolies 
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and trusts that the answer to that demand, if met at all, is met 
by an effort to reduce tariff rates? 

It must be because they know 'that the high protective tariff is 
the cause of the oppression. Their action in all such cases show 
mo·re conclusively than if admitted in a hundred declarations 
that they know that the fountain of their woes is the tariff law. 
When they can not longer persuade or cajole the voter to sit still 
and be bled by the beneficiaries of high protection, they seek to 
satisfy them by the introduction of relief measures reducing the 
tariff, and they too often pretend that they are earnestly sup
porting such m easures while they let them slumber and die in the 
pigeon holes of their committee rooms, the morgue of many 
meritorious measures. 

The Republican authors of these measm·es then return to their 
too-confiding constituents and meekly claim that they did all 
they could to obtain relief for them; 'that they presented the 
proper bills and had them referred to the appropriate committees, 
but tbat under the rules of the House they could not get them 
considered. They do not tell them that they assisted in making 
the -very rules which prevented the consideration of their meas
ures and that they made them for the express purpose of prevent
ing the consideration of such measures. They not only make the 
rules , but they enforce them against themselvesmostrigidly,and 
yet they return to their outraged constituents and appeal to them 
to be pacified, and tell them fanciful stories to satisfy them that 
they had done all in their power to pass their relief measures. 

The pressure for some relief i1·om the oppl'essiveness of the high 
tariff has beoome great in many portions of the country, and it 
has not infrequently found vent even in the conventions that 
nominate Republican candidates for Congress. Some of these 
conventions have only recently passed reSolutions solemly in
structing the nominees to support tariff-reform bills. 

And yet, I am sorry to say after accepting these nominations 
and winning their seats on this floor by a mock support of the 
platforms and resolutions upon which they were nominated, they 
utterly and totally disregard their instructions and ante-election 
promi es. And when the opportunity is often given to them to 
keep and perform their pledges and vote for the measm·es of relief 
demanded by their people and their platforms, they straight for
get what manner of men they are, and either vote directly against 
the measures or evade the issue by having them declared out of 
order when called up by others under the rules of the House. 

To demonstrate clearly that I am not exaggerating this matter, 
or di·awing upon my imagination for facts , I will read to the 
House a resolution adopted in a nominating convention held not 
long since: 

R esolved, That we fa-vor a r evision of the tariff without unreasonable delay 
which will place upon the free list every article and product controlled by 
any mon<?P<>ly, and such other articles and pxoducts as are beyond the need 
ofprorection. · 

I am sure that there are gentlemen on this floor who, on hear
ing this resolution read, would promptly say that it came from 
some Democratic convention and that it meant the disturbance 
of business and the utter ruin of the country. It is not out of 
place for me to call attention to the similiarity of this resoluti-on 
to the relief measures I quoted a little while ago, introduced 
into this Congress by myself, and which, I said, if enacted into 
law would greatly benefit the country. 

Can it be true that the placing of such an act on the statute 
books would bring disaster to our business interests. This reso
lution was unanimously adopted in a Republican convention in 
the now Republican State of Wisconsin. It was the convention 
in the district repre ented on this floor by Mr. JENKINS, who for 
sevro·al years has been an honored member of this House. It was 
further declared in that convention that the country had out
grown protection and did not now need high protective rates. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired .. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I should like to conclude. 
1\Ir. LIVINGSTON; How much time does the gentleman re-

quire? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think I could get thi·ough 

in twenty or t wenty-five minutes. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have only got thirty minutes. 
Several :MEMBERS. Let him have the time. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like to conclude . . 

The nominee accepted the nomination on the resolution I have 
read, and we welcome him into the rank of tariff reformers. 
We know and recognize his great ability, and we shall watch 
with much interest the display of his talents and ability in behalf 
of tariff reform and reduction whenever the opportunity is 
o:ffered, and may we not give expression to the hope and confident 
belief that he will lend us his aid in making an occasion and an 
opportunity for such a reform and revision? 

This gentleman has a distinguished colleague who entered the 
1·anks of the tariff reformers shortly ahead of him. I allude to 
the chairman of the Republican national Congressional commit-

tee, Mr. BABCOCK. On a former day of this session, while engaged 
in debate, it gave me pleasure to quote the instructions given to 
him by nominating conventions in his disti'ict. The platform 
made for him by his constituents was very similar to that made 
for his colleague, Mr. JE KINS. 

But the constituents of Mr. BABCOCK have gone even ful·ther, 
and in order that there might be no mistake or misunderstanding 
as to their wishe.s they instructed him to support a certain specific 
reform measure named by them. It is the measUI·e reforming the_ 
metal schedule of the Dingly tariff law and reducing the high rates 
on all iron and steel pl"Oducts~ 

This measure the gentleman himself had introduced into the 
House, and lest he might forget to help it along his confiding con
stituents thought it necessary to beg him to support it. He in
troduced the bill into the last as well as into this Congress, but 
I give away no secret when I announce here and now that the 
records of this House and of the committee to which the measure 
was referred, and of which the gentleman is himself a member, 
utterly fails to show that he has ever been desperate in his efforts 
to have the bill considered either by the committee or by the 
House itself. 

It is not out of place at this late day of the session for the in
quiry to be made of him why he has permitted this great relief 
measure to sleep so quietly in the committee files. In behalf of 
the people of his district, for whom I now make the inquiry, let 
me ask why its rest has been so -undisturbed, and why he has 
shown so much complacency in the contemplation of its death
like slumber? It is a fact which has been published in the daily 
press throughout the country that every Democratic member of 
the Ways and Means Committee, in season and out of season, has 
demanded its consideration. 

On April18 last an opportunity was afforded the House to pass 
the measure of the gen:Ueman, when it was offered as an amend
ment to a bill then pending, and which was about to be voted 
upon. The gentleman from Wisconsin did not then raise his 
voice in behalf of his own offspring, but hoping that I might have 
the encouragement and suppoTt of that gentleman in an honest 
effort to pass the measure for which his people were crying and 
for which they were demanding his efforts, I offered it myself as 
an amendment to the then pending bilL 

No voice came from Wisconsin to help me in my humble ef
fortS to have his pet measure consideTed. By a timely invoking 
of the Republican rules of this Republican House by a Republi
can member my efforts failed, and the people of Wisconsin and 
other States and communities, overburdened and oppres ed by 
the rates of duty fixed in the metal schedule of the Dingley law, 
are left to their unhappy fate. 

On a former day of this session, when a measure was pending 
before the Hause dealing with the revenue laws, efforts were 
made to enact some of the measures I have mentioned-revising 
and reducing the tariff rates as now fixed by law-but in every 
case such efforts failed because the Republican majority voted 
solidly against every such proposition. 

The Democratic party has stood for years as one man urging 
and demanding the passage of simple measures of relief from tar
iff taxation. In caucus, and on this floor through its members, 
authorized to speak for it, it has sought to have conside1·ed meas
ures that would reform the customs law, and correct some of its 
glaring and gross inequalities, but without avail. And now, 
while we know we can not successfully resist the adjournment 
of this body, I state here and now that we are not only willing, 
but anxious to take up at once and consider some of the just and 
reasonable relief bills I have mentioned, indeed all of them, and 
we will agree to postpone the day of adjoiDnment until they are 
finally disposed of. 

Let me say, however, the war for tariff reform ha-s reached 
even higher quarters than those already mentioned by me. The 
distinguished Speaker of this House has been directly charged in 
his own State in the public press with ' ' pursuing an opposition 
and obstruction com·se in the question of making minor but very 
desirable readjustments of tariff schedules." 

The Speaker was forced to meet this charge, and I hold in my • 
hand a letter written by him. on February 6 last to 1\!r. Funk, 
who is an ex-speaker of the house of representatives of Iowa and 
which letter was published in the papers of that State. In' this 
lettei· he sets forth his views upon tariff legislation and some 
other questions . From this published letter-and having been 
given to the press, it is not out of place to comment upon it here
! quore the following wotds, namely: 
Now,~ re~rd. to my P;<>Sition, Y:Ou have accepted the lie sent out by the 

press, which Is b erng mampulated rn the inter est of free trade with Cuba. 

. Of.course I do not know wh!Jot there was to justify the Speaker 
m usmg such ~trong J?emocratic ~anguage when he made the plain 
char~e that li~ on hin;t were b~mg se~t out by the press, which 
he srud was bemg mampulated m the mterest of free trade with 
Cuba. From recent developments it would seem that possibly 
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the Government itself was particeps cdminis in this using of the 
press about that time in the interest of the reduction of tariff 
rates to Cuba. These developments assuredly acquit the Demo
cratic party, however, of being guilty of sending out the aforesaid 
lies. But let all that pa s. 
·u appears that the main charge made against the Speaker of 

this House out in Iowa was that he was opposing and obstruct
ing the revision and reduction of the rates of duty in some of 
the tariff schedules. Defending himself from that charge, the 
Speaker, in his letter of reply, used the following language. I 
quote him in full, that there may be no mistake or misrepresenta
tion as to his position. He says: 

The third proposition is a revision of the tariff. You may not be aware 
that under the rules of the House we would be able undoubtedly to pass a 
bill that might touch a very few items, putting some on the free list or re
ducing, but while under the rules of the House this might be accomplished, 
the Senate has no such rules, and there it would probably broaden out into a 
general revision of the tariff. That all of us dread and fear the consequences 
of. For instance I think that we could safely make a reduction on the steel 
schedule, and a. very wise reduction, but there are gentlemen in the Senate 
who say that while they live that can not be done because of the present law 
enabling them to sell, even at a loss, to take possession of the foreign markets, 
and that this is a blessing to the laboring men and extends the commerce 
and J?OWe:t: of the United States into the Old World. 

It lS not long since the tariff was reduced, and by its friends. Of course 
C!>nditions are changing rear by year, put to say that toreachafewschedules 
hke steel and glass, which I would like to see done, we are warranted in 
opening up a general revision of tariff laws, I can not see that it is a wise 
thing to do, and there are very few exceptions in either House of Congress 
to this view. You know how very emphatically the President pronounced 
against it in his message to Congress. 

You say that I do not know the feeling and the storm that is brewing. I 
do not understa~d the situation, probably, you say. 

It may be that there was some statement in the letter of his 
correspondent, Mr. Funk, that provoked our Speaker to the point 
of losing his equanimity of temper. I do not know what all of the 
contents of Mr. Funk's letter were, but from a sentence in the 
Speaker's reply one can easily see and understand that there was 
at least qne highly significant expression used by Mr. Funk, and 
we may be justified in the conclusion that this was the real prov
ocation to the Speaker. He said to his correspondent, "You say 
that I do not know the feeling and the storm that is brewing; 
that I do not understand the situation, probably," etc. 

Was it because the Speaker was informed of the unpleasant fact 
that this storm was brewing in the great Northwest and else
where throughout the land that he apparently forgot himself and 
gave way to this slight manifestation of temper? It will be seen, 
however, that in his defense the Speaker confessed that it would 
be wise to revise and reduce some of the schedules of the tariff 
law, and he proceeded to enumerate them. · 

This confession having been made most solemnly, why have we 
not in wisdom made the revision? This concession of the Speaker 
that the tariff law should be revised is of the exti·emest signifi
cance and imporyan~e. It is exactly the contention-made by every 
~entleman on this side of the Chamber. Then, I repeat, why is 
1t we can have no revision? This inquiry stands unanswered in 
any satisfactory manner. If any answer at all is vouchsafed and 
any reason given for nonaction on the part of the majority, then 
the country has the right to pass judgment upon the answer and 
the reason assigned and determine whether or not they are satis
factory and sufficient. 

The Speaker gives the reason, and it is not out of place for me 
to examine his reason for a moment. He says "that under the 
rules of the House of Representatives we would be able, undoubt
edly, to pass a bill that might touch a very few items, putting 
some on the free list or reducing; but while under the rules of the 
House this might be accomplished, the Senate has no such rule. 
and there it would probably broaden out into a general revision of 
the tadff. That all of us dread and fear the consequences of." 

And thus it is apparent that no revision can be entered upon, 
although its wisdom is admitted, for the simple reason that the 
Senate of the United States can not be trusted to make there
vision. If it were not unparliamentary in this presence to utter 
the words and apply them to our coordinate branch of the Con
gress, I would say poor old Senate. 

• Many sins of omission and commission have been laid at thy 
door, but none, perhaps, so grave a~d so disparaging as to be told 
from such a source that you can not be trusted to legislate when 
legislation is demanded and when wisdom requires it. The rea
son for nonaction having been given from this high source in the 
dominant party, by one who is authorized to speak for its action 
and policy, and by one who by virtue of the exalted position he 
occupies exerts such a commanding influence, it is proper to ask, 
Is that reason sufficient? Will the country be content with it? 

Why can not the Senate be trusted to legislate upon this sub
ject? It is well known that that body has a Republican majority 
of about twenty-five members. Is it possible that this Repub
lican majority is not to be trusted to legislate upon the tariff? 
They are trusted under the Constitution to legislate upon all 
questions coming befol'e Congress. I deny that the reason given 
for the failure to make confessedly wise and judicious reductions 

in tariff rates, so urgently demanded throughout the country, is 
sufficient. 

I deny that it is true. I believe that the Senate can be trusted 
and I do not believe the country will be satisfied with the reaso~ 
assigned. Time will not suffice for me to enumerate and point 
out while on the floor at this time all the broken platform pledges 
and promises of the majority party. I will mention, however, 
with brief comment, only a portion of them. 

In the national platform of 1900 they declared that if given 
power again they would enact legislation that would enable the 
United States to recover our fol'mer place among the trade-carrying 
fleets of the world. They declared that they recognized the fact 
that we depended upon the foreign shipping for nine-tenths of 
our foreign carrying, and that this inflicted great loss to the in
dustry of this country. 

And yet, if we ask what they have done to recover our former 
place in carrying trade to foreign lands, the reply is absolutely 
nothing. What measure do they propose that will have the effect 
to rest-ore this trade? No one can tell. Are they themselves 
agreed in Congress upon any such measure? By no means. When 
the Democratic party controlled the destinies of this country and 
wrote its laws American ships did the carrying trade of the world, 
and her masts and banners whitened every sea and were familiar 
objects at every trade depot on the globe. [Applause on the 
Democl'atic side.] 

Since the policies of the Republican party have been in force 
American ships have disappeared from the seas and are almost 
unknown, and the flag, as the signal of a growing and conquer
ing commerce, has almost disappeared from the ocean. Instead 
of the flag of trade, and of a broadening and extending commerce 
we have grown to worship the flag of war, bloodshed, and eve~ 
of criminal aggrandizement. I find alsom that platform a decla
ration in favor of home rule, and the early admission to state
hood of the Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, and Oklahoma. 
Yet they are still Territodes, and they have knocked in vain 
for admission to statehood. 

Again they declared in their platform in favor of an isthmian 
canal, which the Democratic party most earnestly favored. Not
withstanding their declarntion, the domin.ant party so controls 
the situation as to prevent, up to this date, the passage of any 
measure providing for such a canal. 

They declal'ed in favor of the creation of a department of com
merce and industry, to be in charge of a secretary with a seat in 
the Cabinet. This promise and pledge they have failed to keep 
and make good. · 

I shall not discuss the foreign policy of the Republican party 
for want of time. That policy, I say without reservation, has 
been one of unredeemed pl'omises, of violation of all of the tradi
tions of our Republic, of the improper, unlawful, and scandalous 
misappl'opriation an'd misuse of public moneys, and, upon the 
whole, a permanent increase of our annual appropriation and ex .. 
penditures that is wholly inexcusable and unjustifiable. 

The total appropriations for all purposes for the support of the 
Government in all its branches for the year 1898 amounted to: 

t~~ ====== ====== ====== ====== ====== ====== :::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~:~:~: ~ An increase of over 408,000,000. 
19<Xl ---------------------------- ------- -·--·-- .... ------------------ 674,981,022.29 

An increase over that of 1898 of $189,000,000. 
1901.-- ---- ---·- ---·-- ---------------------------------------------- 710,150,862.88 

An increase over that of 1898 of $225,000,000. 
1902------ ............ - ..... ---·-- ...... ------ --------·-·- ---------- 700,338,575.99 

An increase of $245,000,000. 
Thus these four years since the Spanish war show an increase

not total appropriations-over and above the appropriations of 
1898 of ten hundred and sixty-seven millions of dollars; more than 
a billion of dollars of increase! So that if we were to assume that 
without the Spanish-American war the appropriations would 
have been about the same, or a reasonable increase, we show that 
when you take the amount for 1898 there has been an increase in 
the four years of more than a billion of dollars. And we have no 
promise that they will grow less. 

Mr. Chairman, what have we to show for this immense in
crease in public expenditures? I will not undertake myself to 
answer the question, but I shall briefly read to you an answer 
made by a Republican Senator as to the assets we have accumu
lated. This is the answel', only slightly changed by me, which 
he gives for what we have obtained by this colossal increase in 
our expenditures of more than a billion dollars in four years: 

We repealed the Declaration of Independence. We changed the Monroe 
doctrine from a doctrine of eternal righteousness and justice} resting on the 
consent of the governed, to a doctrine of brutal selfishness, ooking only to 
our own advantage. We crushed the only republic in Asia. We made war 
on the only Christian people in the East. We converted a war of glory to 
a war of shame. We vulgarized the American flag. We introduced perfidy 
into the practice of war. We inflicted torture on unarmed men to extort 
confession. We put children to death. We established reconcentradocamps. 
We devastated provinces. W.e baftled the aspirations of a. people for liberty. 

So says Senatol' HoAR. [Prolonged appla ·lSe on the Democratic 
side.] 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has six minutes. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield that time to the gentleman from 

Nebraska [Mr. SHALLENBERGER]. 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to submit a 

few remarks upon the subject of reform in the civil service, and in
cidentally I may touch upon some other matters which I think 
proper for the consideration of Congress at this particular junc
ture. There are a number of measures in the hands of the Com
mittee on R eform in the Civil Service which, if passed, would 
have a tendency to materially promote the protection of the rights 
of the veterans of the civil war in the public service-bills that I 
believe ought to pass. But so far the majority of that committee 
have not seemed to be disposed to give Congress an opportunity 
to act upon them, although I trust they will before this session 
comes to a close. 

I do not wish to pose as the special champion of civil-service 
reform in this House. I was appointed upon the committee hav
ing charge of that especial class of legislation without any solici
tation upon my part. I believe that a certain responsibility rests 
upon me, both as a member of the Civil Service Committee and 
of this House, to inform Congress of any infraction of the laws or 
rules which might have a tendency to destroy the discipline of the 
public service in any department of the Government. 

I believe there has been a serious violation of the letter and 
spirit of the laws of the civil service in the summary dismissal 
of Miss Rebecca J. Taylor from the classified service in the War 
Department, and I shall not be deterred in what I shall say be
cause the principal actor in this assault upon the integrity of the 
civil service is the Secretary of War, who, in my judgment, as 
the head of a great Department, should have guarded it as the 
very chief est jewel in his treasury, or because the immediate vic
tim of its violation is an example of American womanhood de-
pendent upon her own labor for her support. . 

I make no pretense of being a civil-service reformer; in fact , I 
have but little use for reformers in general, but I am a believer 
in fair play; that so long as the laws and rules of the civil service 
remain in force and effect they ought to be observed with abso
lute impartiality, and that the head of a great department is as 
much subject to the limitations which those laws and rules 
prescribe for him as is the humblest woman in the employ of his 
department. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I also believe 
that no matter how exalted or how lowly the position which we 
hold under the Government, yet we are all its servants; that from 
the highest to the lowest, whether man or woman, we all stand 
equal before the laws and before the rules. 

None of us so high that we are above the control and regula
tion of the law, and I hope no one so lowly as to be beneath its 
protection. and support. We are all subject to free and open 
criticism of our actions and policies and the administration of 
our respective duties. The civil-service law was enacted and the 
various rules upon that subject were promulgated by different 
Presidents from Mr. Arthur down to Mr. McKinley, because it 
was believed to be in the interests of the public service to protect 
Government employees from unwarranted interference for polit
ical advantage or partisan purposes, and especially to protect 
them in unrestrained freedom of political and religious thought 
and expression. 

All the constructions of the com-ts, the messages of the Presi
dents, aJ!d the reports of the Commissioners from time to time 
show this to be the case. In order to make the rights of the em
ployees under the civil service absolutely certain and secure 
against all possibility of doubt or misconstruction, President 
McKinley, in 1896, promulgated section 8 of rule 2, which ex
pressly declared that before a person could be discharged by a 
department chief, the employee was entitled to have the reasons 
and cause for such discharge stated in writing, to have three 
days to reply, and to have the reasons and cause for such dis
charge and the reply made a part of the record. , 

That rule stands as the law to-day, although on June 4 Presi
dent Roosevelt approved a somewhat marvelous modification of 
that rule, but the essential provisions which I have mentioned 
were not repealed in the order of June 4 and still remain in force 
and effect. I believe that under President McKinley's rule and 
the mod.i'fications made in it by the rule approved by President 
Roosevelt, and according to the evidence furnished by the War 
Department itself, Miss Taylor was illegally discharged from the 
emplojment of the Government. What is the history of this 
case? 

On May 27 the Secretary of War directed that Miss Taylor be 
asked if she acknowledged the authorship of an article criticising 
the political policy of the Administration in its conduct of affairs 
in the Philippine Islands, and her attention was invited to section 
8, civil-service rule 2, stating that the provisions of that rule pro 
vided that she should have three days in which to file her answer, 

but the. provisions of this rule also specifically state that she 
is entitled to a written statement of what the particular charge 
alleged against her consists. -

In answer to this letter, ·which was referred to her, she replied 
on May 28 that no statement of the caJ.lse or reasons had been fur
nished in compliance with the plain provisions of section 8 of 
rule 2 and therefore she had not been furnished the conditions 
upon which to base a statement; that when this was done she 
would be glad to avail herself of the privilege of replying to 
the same. On May 29 the President approved a civil-service order 
which attempted to construe that portion of President McKinley's 
order referring to cause or reasons of dismissal and stating that 
nothing in the rule should be construed so as to require an exam
ination or any trial or hearing except in the discretion of the offi
cer making the removal. 

In fact, this order, which some have thought was issued to con
found this woman and to make possible her official decapitation 
without it being subjected to unseemly trial and consideration, 
only makes her position more tenable, as it expressly construes 
what President McKinley's rule only might be construed by in
ference to mean-that political or religious expressions are not 
just reasons for dismissal from the classiiied civil service. 

Why is this case so important? Because it raises the question 
of just how far one surrenders the right of expression of religious 
or political opinions to the dictation of officers in the Government 
whom political accidents may have placed in power. The distin
guished Senator from Ohio and chairman of the Republican na
tional committee is reported in the public press as stating this 
question with his usual terseness, boldness, and good sense when, 
in commenting upon the reported objection of a member of this 
House to alleged interference of Federal employees in political 
affairs in the city of Cleveland, Ohio, he declared that the ques
tion was just how far one sm·renders his citizenship when he takes 
employment in the service of the United States. 

What privilege that you and I enjoy is to be denied to them? 
I know it has been charged or insinuated that the President has 
taken especial interest m this case and attempted to modify the 
rule so far as to deny to this American woman some of the rights 
or privileges to which she was entitled under President McKin
ley's order, so that the manner of her taking off might be more 
expeditious and more certain, but I can not believe that. I would 
have to change every idea and opinion that I have formed of our 
President if I was to believe it. 

From all I have read of him I have always believed that he 
stood for the honor and dignity of American manhood, and es
pecially that -he was a representative of Western courage and 
Western ideas. I know that he won fame and fortune and the 
Presidency because he enlisted a regiment of Western plainsmen · 
and gave to that regiment a name borrowed from the posters of 
a Western showman-" the Congress of the Rough Ride1·s of the 
World;" that he rode into the office of governor of New York as 
a rough rider, and that Western votes and influence nominated 
him for Vice-President at the Philadelphia convention; and I be
lieve that he must depend upon Western votes and influence if 
he is nominated for the Presidency in 1904. But Western men 
do not war upon women. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

No man from the country where the real rough riders ride 
would be guilty of changing the rules of a game in order to win 
the place or injure the reputation of a woman struggling to hon
estly maintain herself. I do not believe the President had in 
mind the case of Miss Taylor when he approved the rule to 
modify the order of President McKinley. · It is repugnant to my 
ideas of American manhood. I believe the President has been 
misinformed in this case, if brought to his attention at all, and 
that when it is brought to him in its true status he will order 
that this woman shall have justice done her and have every op
portunity to defend herself, for the very reason that the charge 
against her is criticism of himself. 

I will not believe that any subordinate in the War Department 
whom, if he should do so-l should hope, for the honor of Amer
ican manhood and the American Army, that he should remain 
forever nameless-would be guilty of attempting to have issued 
an order that would deny any right to an American woman to 
which she was entitled prior to the issuance of that order and 
while she was standing before a great department of this Gov
ernment asking for justice at its hands. 

I have only this much more to say upon this subject: If the 
civil service is to become, as members upon this floor have fre
quently charged it with being, a plaything and football for poli
ticians for partisan advantage, we ought to have the courage to 
strike the whole thing from the statute books and return to the 
old system of piracy and plunder, and to the doctrine that to the 
victor belongs the spoils, or else do that thing which in my judg
ment it is our duty to this Government to do, to enact a law so 
plain in its provisions that he who runs may read, and make it 
what President McKinley intended his order to be, a bulwark and 
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shield for defenseless men and women in the employ of this Gov
ernment against political injustice and oppression. [Applause.} 

But, Mr. Chairman, while commenting upon the difficulty that 
I have experien_ced in this particular case in obtaining informa
ti~ from the War Department, I will submit some remarks 
upon the tardiness and reluctance with which that Department 
has furnished the legislative branch of this Goyernment infor
mation fo1· its guidance upon questions affecting the public wel
fare and to which we are justly entitled as representatives of the 
people. Yon will remember that at the commencement of this 
Congress almost the first bill reported to this House was one to 
fix the tariff rates between the United States and the Philippine 
Islands. 

The bill recommended and indorsed by the Administration 
fixed the entire Dingley rate of duty and was so passed by this 
Honse, but no sooner was the bill passed than we were informed 
that the War Department had in its possession a recommendation 

· from the Philippine Commission that the rates of duty between 
this country and the Philippines ought not to exceed 50 per cent 
of the rates established by the Dingley bill; and this House had 
the humiliation of having that bill go over to the Senate to be there 
reduced in part in compliance with that recommendation and re
turned to us, and ~e swallowed it down with a consequent loss of 
pTestige and reputation of the House of Representatives with the 
country. Again, in February last the head of the Army of the 
United States was quoted in the public press as stating that the 
wm· in the Philippine Islands was being conducted with unusual 
and marked severity and cruelty. Did the War Department give 
Congress and the counti·y any information upon this subject? No. 

It was constantly quoted as denying that there was any founda
tion for these cha1·ges, and rumors were flying thick and fast that 
the General of the Army was about to be reth·ed because of cir
culating such a report. Again the Senate of the United States 
investigates the subject and brings to light that order issued by 
a general in command of our Army in the island of Samar which 
has brought the blush of shame to every American that loves the 
flag and the honor and glory of the Army that fights under it
that order to make a howling wilderness of that fm·tile island, 
slay all above 10 years of age-and that order impelled--

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I askfiveminutesmoretoconclude 

myremal'ks. _ 
The CHAIRMAN. The House has fixed the limit of debate, 

and all the time that now remains is under the control of the 
gentleman from illinois. The gentleman fTom illinois has thir
teen minutes remaining. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle
man may have leave to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 

:Mr. CANNON. I will yield of my thirteen minutes five min
utes to the gentleman. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. That order, Mr. Chairman, Ire
member, when it was published in the newspapers, impelled the 
distinguished gentleman from the great State of Pennsylvania to 
rise in his seat in this House and denounce in stronger language 
than I can use any who might be responsible for it, and to ex
press the wish that the brave man at the other end of the a venue, 
in the White House, should not permit its author to disgrace the 
uniform of his country for twenty-four hours; but the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania should wish again, as I understand that up 
to date that general still wears the colors of his country. [Ap-
plause.] · 

Again only a week or so ago this House considered a request 
to the War Department asking information as to the expendi
tw:es of Govm-nor-General Wood, an officer of the United States 
Army, acting as governor-general tm·ough appointment by the 
executive depm·tment-a coordinate branch of this government
as to his conduct and management of affairs in the island of Cuba 
during our military occupation. To that request the War De
pm·tment made answer that this infol'IDation could serve no good 
purpose, that there was nothing to tell, and that it was only a 
matter of salary, and that every expenditure of the War Depart
ment in the island of Cuba ·was entirely proper, and that we 
would be furnished information in good time. 

Yet, what is the spectacle presented to the country? In just 
about a week following this answer, again the Senate, through an 
investigating committee, brought to light the astonishing fact 
that the governor-general of Cuba, an appointee of the President of 
the United States, responsible to the War Department and through 
it to the people, a man who has been highly honored by this coun
ti-y and by Congress, had taken over $8,000 of money taxed from 
the pockets of the people of Cuba and without their consent had 
placed it in a jackpot along with other thousands furnished by 
the American sugar trust [applause] and put it in the hands 
of a notorious p1·omotel· of legislation in this country to help in 
driving tm·ough Congress a bill which, in the opinion of a maj01ity 
of the members of this House, was against the best interests of the 

American people, because a majority of them refused to supp01·t 
the bill subject to the purposes for which that money was expended, 
and yet they tell us that this is no infringement by a coordinate 
branch of this Government upon the dignity and privileges of this 
House; that this action is perfectly proper if: in the opinion of the 
War Department, it is in· the best interests of the people of 
Cuba. 

Great heavens~ 1\Ir. Chairman, no wonder the Democrats of 
this House are only able to overtm·ow Republican leadership 
about once a week if the Administration is to have, or has had, 
access to all the funds of the island of Cuba in order to promote 
through this House their Cuban legislation; and according to the 
same principles and same practices, so far as we can know, they 
have had all the funds of the insula1· department of the Philip
pines to promote and drive through this House their Philippine 
legislation, if in the opinion of the War Department or these 
military gove1-nors it is in the interest of the people of Cuba or 
the people of the Philippines. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Where, I ask, do the interests of the people of the United States 
come in upon these questions? If t]let·e is anything that would 
make me believe the hom· of imperialism has struck, it would 
be because military satraps from conquered colonies are to be per
mitted to expend the gold taken from their treasmies to promote 
legislation through the House of Representatives of the United 
States and to have the members of it sit silent and raise no voice 
against it. [Applause on the Democratic side.l I have searched 
through the history of our country and can find no instance that 
parallels this in its a.ssault upon the dignity and freedom of the 
Congres~ of the United States. 

llfr. Chairman, political prophecies are dangerous, but in my 
judgment the Republican party has dug its political grave in the 
islands of the sea, with the War Department as sexton in chief in. 
this dim funereal business. Republicans, the Cuban question has 
already split your party in twain, and before you are through with 
it the Philippine question will blow the halves of your party so 
far apart that after the next Congressional election yon will not 
be able to even find the pieces. The American people are stuuy
ing these questions in a sober mood to-day. 

The great heart of the nation is always right; it always beats 
for liberty and for justice. Sometimes it sleeps, and for a while 
the people may lie supine beneath assaults upon the dignity of 
their representatives, but they only bide then· time. For when 
again they shall arise in their majesty and might, let those 
who would despoil the honor and reputation of this fair Repub
lic be~are, for no powe1· on earth is more resistles~, the very 
lightning of heaven no more swift to strike, no more sure in its 
aim, than is the judgment and just condemnation of a great and 
free people when once aroused. [Loud applause on the Demo-
cratic side.] . 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, in the eight minutes that 
are remaining to me I desire to say that I want to go on with this 
bill. I want to ask the members of the House to stay here until 
I finish it. It is necessary to finish it to-day, because to-monow 
the insular bill comes up and runs for something near a week, 
during which time gentlemen will have full opportunity to talk, 
no doubt. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say one word before we commence to 
read the bill. I listened with cal'e for almost an hour and a half 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee, the leader on 
the'other side of the House, and afte1· 1istening to him I am here 
to confess that on this side of the House, and I rather snspect on 
that side of the Honse, the millennium has not yet come. 
[Laughter.] We are not perfect and we do not claim to be. 
We pull the wagon and we do the work and yon find the fault. 
Yon have been at that now for over a generation and still we 
have pulled along. [Laughter and applause on Republican side.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I thought we helped you 
pass the great Administration measure through this Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. I think we will pull it for a generation more, 
and still you scold. We can not help it. It does yon good, and 
I do not think it hurts us. [Laughter and applause.] 

Great God! Think of it. You had full power und& Cleve
land. Yon came in power partially, from time to time, but then 
yon had full power. It is recent-from 1893 to 1897. Do you not 
wish you could blot out the recollection of the manner in which 
yon exercised it? [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side.] And for gall and cheek, with that recent performance, 
now, when we are doing the best we can-not perfect-meeting 
every obligation, the country prospering, passed tm·ough the war 
with honor, pa.ssed th1-ough the war with justice, solving the 
questions that grew out of that war, and solving them with com·
age, notwithstanding the c1iticism and the opposition of gentle
men of yom· party, still you scold. It is the way of the world, 
Go on; I do not think you can fool the people. 

My friend from NebraskaJ[MJ.·, SHALLEN.BERGER] who has just 
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talked, is young and hopeful. By and by, when, politically speak
ing, he has tarried at Jericho until his beard has grown, he will 
not be so optimistic. 

Now, in conclusion, let us move on. In a few days let u~;~ ad
journ this Congress. We have nothing to apologize for. Peace 
and prosperity abound with us here and evel)lWhere throughout 
our borders as never before in the history of civilization. Print 
your speeches, circulate them, go upon the stump. I will take 
my chance that when the silent ballot drops in November next 
you will march up to the same old defeat. [Laughter and ap
plause on the Republican side.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. KNAPP having taken 

the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the President 
of the United States was communicated to the House of Repre
sentatives by Mr. B. F. BARNES, one of his secretaries, who in
formed the House of Representatives that the President had 
approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On June 17, 1902: 
H. R. 351. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 

Carpenter; 
H. R. 1741. An act granting an increase of pension to Griffith 

E vans; 
H. R. 2606. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert H. 

Steifenhofer; 
H. R. 3241. An act granting an increase of pension t.o Hinkley 

G. Knights ; 
H. R. 3678. An a<lt granting an increase of pension to John 

Washburn; 
H. R. 3733. An act granting an increase of pension to Israel 

Haller; 
H. R. 5273. An a-ct granting an increase of pension to James 

VanZant; 
H . R. 5984. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

H .. Van Riper; 
H. R. 6030. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

G. De Garis; 
H . R. 7076. An ·act grant ing an increase of pension to Leath 

Gilliland; 
H . R. 7704. An act granting an increase of pension to Chris

tianna Leach; 
H . R. 8003. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 

M. McFarlane; 
H . R. 8924. An act g1·anting an increase of pension to George 

W. Mathews; 
H. R . 11249. An act granting an increase of pension to Katha

rine Ranis Paul; 
H. R. 11252. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 

:M. Gowdey: 
H . R . 11812. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 

Boice; 
H. R. 11831. An act granting an increase of pension to John W . 

Acker; 
H. R . 13217. An act granting an increase of pension to ·Thomas 

W. Dodge; 
H . R. 13398. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

G. Sabin; 
H. R . 134-50. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

Hunt; 
H . R. 13613. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

G . Howard; 
H. R . 14146. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Murphy; 
H. R. 14184. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 

J . Fogg; and 
H. R. 14241. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 

Dugan. 
On June 18, 1902: 
H. R. 5094. An act for the relief of the persons who sustained 

damage by the explosion of an ammunition chest of Battery F, 
Second United States Artillery, July 16, 1894; and 

H. R. 11657. An act allowing the construction of a dam across 
the St. Lawrence River. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY .APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol

lows: 
To enable the Secretary of Sta.te to have the Great Seal of the United 

States recut, $1,250. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 

out the last word. The distinguished gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] alluded a minute ago to the fact that the Demo
cratic party came into power in 1893, and trouble in our Treasury 
a1·ose. I want to say that we did come into power then, and there 
and then inherited a deficit in the Treasury from a Republican 

Administration, President Benjamin Harrison's. Hence the Dem
ocrats had to issue bonds under a Democratic Administration and 
used the very bond plates which Charles Foster, Secretary of the 
Treasury under President Hanison, had ordered made and were 
made about ten days before the advent of the Cleveland Admin
istration. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that there has 
been an hour and a half on the othe1· side and less than an hour 
on this side devoted to politics. We have had our say, and I want 
to pass this bill, and I am going to ask the committee to stay with 
me until I do pass it, and in all kindness and courtesy, from this 
on, I shall make the point of 01·der on any gentleman on either 
side of the House that does not discuss the amendment that is 
pending. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why, Mr. Chairman, I was not 
talking "politics." I was talking facts, and nothing but facts, 
and yet my dist inguished fliend from illinois objects. [Applause 
on Democratic side.] Mr. Chairman, I have said all I desired to 
say. 

'rhe CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment of the gentle
man from Tennessee will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SEN ATE. 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. CAPRON having taken 

the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
passed without amendment bill of the following title : 

H. R. 13150. An act granting a pension to James B. Mahan. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 

amendment bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 13204. An act to provide for refunding taxes paid upon 
legacies and bequests for uses of a religious, charitable, or edu
cational character, for the encouragement of art, etc., under the 
act of June 13, 1898. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 3320) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide G. Hatch, 
had asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. DEBOE, Mr. 
BuRTON, and Mr. GmsoN as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with
out amendment-the following resolution: 

R esolved b?l the House of R epresentatives (the Senate concurt·in g), That the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the sundry civil appropriation bill (H. R. 
13123) are authorized to consider and recommend the inclusion in said bill of 
necessary appropriations to carry out the several ob.iects authorized in the 
"act to mcrease the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize 
the purchase of sites for public buHdings, and for other purposes," approved 
J nne 6, 1902. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill of 
the following title; in which the concun-ence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. 6178. An act to amend section 4 of an act entitled "An act 
to provide for a permanent Census Office," approved March 6, 
1902. 

GE...~ERAL DEFICIENCY .APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To pay amounts found due by the accounting office1'S of the Treasury on 

account of the appropriation "Miscellaneous expenses, Fish Commission," 
for the fiscal year 1900, $28.29. 

Mr. CANNON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
On page 14, after line 7, insert: 
"Patapsco River, light station, Maryland: The Secretary of the Treasury 

is hereby authorized to enter into a contract for the construction of said light 
station within the sums authorized by the aets of August 18, 189-i, and June 
10, 1902, relating to said light stations." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
T erritory of Alaska: For salaries of commissioners, at the rate of 1,000 per 

annum, whose terms of office extended into the fiscal year 1902, $1,000. 

1\fr. BARTLETT. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
. Amend by adding, after the word "dollars," in line 23, page 15, the follow
mg: 

"For reimbursement of Cuban revenues: To enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to reimburse the r evenues of the island of Cuba for the a.mount ex
pended in said island by the Secretary of War from the r evenu es collected 
by the authorities of the United States during the occupancy of Cuba by the 
military forces of the United States, to military governor of said island, in 
excess of the salary of said officer as a brigadier-general in the United States 
Army, the sum of $25,500." 

Mr. CANNON. M1·. Chairman, with great reluctance and 
with due respect to the gentleman who offers this amendment, 
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I am compelled to make a point of order against the amendment. 
There is no law authorizing it, and it is not germane. 

· Mr. BARTLETT. I could not hear, Mr. Chairman, what the 
gentleman said. Did he raise a point of .order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman raises a point of order 
against the amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I should like to hear the gentleman state 
the point of order. The mere raising of a point of order does not 
convey any suggestion as to the ground on which it has been 
raised. 

Mr. CANNON . . I will state the matter again. First, the 
amendment is not germane; second, it is not authorized by any 
law. I might say more, but that is enough. 

Mr. BARTLETT. You can say all you desire. I hope you will 
not feel restrained by anything except padiamentary law and de
cency. 

Mr. CANNON. That is enough. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I submit that this amend

ment is not in violation of any rule of the House, nor does it 
change existing law. I find that in the last general deficiency 
bill, to be found in Statutes at Large, volume 31, page 1015, there 
was inserted just at the end of the appropriations for the Treas
ury Department the provision I am about to read-and if it was 
offered as an amendment upon the general deficiency bill and ac
cepted as such, then a similar amendment ought to be in order 
now upon this bill, which is a general deficiency bill. 

Reimbursement of Cuban revenues: To enable the Secretary of the Treas
ury to reimburse the revenues of Cuba for t he amount expended in said is
land in furnishing information to the Secretary of War, as directed by him, 
relating to r eceipts and expenditures in said island heretofore paid from said 
r evenues, $15,786.91. 

Further, Mr. Chairman, I beg to say that upon the sundry civil 
bill at the last session of Congress there was put an amendment 
authorizing the payment to the Cuban treasury out of the Treas
ury of the United States of the amount that Rathbone, Neely, 
and Reeves, the post-office officials appointed by the United States 
in Cuba, had stolen from the Cuban treasury, but the amendment 
was lost in conference. I have looked that matter up. 

So that this House has on at least one occasion, the occasion I 
have recited, when the general deficiency bill was under consid
eration during the last session of the Fifty-sixth Congress, and 
also upon the sundry civil bill in March, 1901, inserted in the one 
case a provision which was enacted into law similar to that 
which I now offer to this bill, and in another case adopted a 
similar provision which failed in conference. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that we are here making sundry ap
propriations to meet deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
service of the Government, and this proposition of mine is in line 
with one which the House thought proper to put upon the last 
general deficiency bill and which became a law, and with another 
which the House thought proper to put· upon the sundry civil 
bill but which failed in conference. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think the gentleman from Illinois or 
any other member of Congress ought to rise in his place and ob
ject to this amendment upon a mere technicality, when it is an 
effort to induce Congress to restore to the treasury of the Cuban 
people, who have just struggled into national existence-whose 
independence we have aided in seeming-money that has been 
illegitimately, illegally, and in violation of law taken by our 
Army officers while we occupied that island by our military 
forces. 

Mr. CANNON. I must raise the point of order that the gen
tleman is not discussing the matter before the House. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am undertaking todoso; and if the Chair 
will say that I am not, I will yield to the decision with gi'eat 
pleasure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must request the gentleman to 
confine himself to the point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I admit, Mr. Chairman, that in suggesting 
to the Chair the reasons why this amendment is in order I may 
have digressed. [Laughter 'On the Republican side.] Oh, gen
tlemen, I do not doubt that you desire to laugh this matter down, 
but it will not be laughed down. You have got to face it sooner 
or later, and you might as well face it now. 

In the cases I have cited payments out of the Cuban treasury 
by American officers for purposes of our own have been repaid 
by appropriations upon the general deficiency bill. 

I cite-and the gentleman from Illinois will not deny it, I ap
prehend-that upon the last general deficiency bill an approplia
tion, to which I call the attention of the House, of $15,786.91 was 
incorporated in the bill to pay back to the treasury of the Cuban 
people the amount which had been expended by our officials over 
there in furnishing to the Secretary of War information relative 
to receipts and expenditures in that island. . . 

Now if it were in place upon the last general defiCiency bill
and I propose to put it on this general deficiency bill-of course 

I suggest that it is in order here. What law does it violate, Mr. 
Chairman? If we pay our debts, if we return to the Cuban 
treasury the amount that we have either legitimately or illegiti
mately paid out of that treasury for our own purposes, it will 
create a deficiency, and if the Secretary of the Treasury, in the 
administration of the affairs of those people by our military forces 
and our military governor and the other officers over there, has 
taken out of the treasury of these people moneys to be used for 
some object which may or may not be legitimate, then the United 
States is indebted to the Cuban people and to their treasury to 
the amount thus expended. And does it take any law for this 
Government to comply with its obligations in that regard? 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the1·e is no law which prohibits 
this amendment upon thiR bill in this place. I beg again to call 
the attention of the Chair to the fact that a like appropriation for 
like expenditures of money from the treasury of the Cuban peo
ple was placed in the last general deficiency bill, and I appeal to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] not to make the point 
of order, even if he believes it is proper to be sustained, because if 
we have taken the money of these people and paid it over to our 
officers, Mr. Chairman--

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 
The "CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois rises to a 

question of order. 
Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is not discussing the point of 

order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I have said all that I desire 

on the point of order, and I commend to the gentleman and to 
the country this continued effort on the part of that side of the 
House to smother all investigation of our dealings with the peo-
ple of Cuba. • 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The mere fact 
that a similar item was contained in some former appropriation 
bill does not, of course, make in order any particular item. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN.' The gentleman from Georgia withdraws 
the amendment, if there be no objection. 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Hereafter no act of Congress shall be constl·ued to make an appropriation 

out of the Treasury of the United States unless such act shall, in specific 
terms, declare an appropriation to be made for the purpose or purposes speci
fied in the a-et. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I wish to reserve all points of 
order on that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia reserves the 
point of order. 

Mr. MADDOX. I would like to hear some explanation from 
the gentleman from Illinois as to what that means. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I will state that it was put in 
there-and I will say to the gentleman that I think it is subject to 
the point of order-with the consent of the full committee rep01·ting 
it 1p the House. The committee believes it to be good policy that 
the Cong1·ess should know when it made legislation making ap
propliations, and that they should be specifically made , not by 
construction of some accounting officer who has the last guess, 
and who, in my judgment, frequently errs in his guess as to 
whether words make an appropriation or not, but, as I say, spe
cifically made. It is to enable the Congress, if it should be wlit
ten into the law, to keep track of the appropriations and ex
penditures, leaving nothing to the construction. It is the desire 
of the committee that not a dollar shall be taken from the Treas
ury unless it be expressly appropriated. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest to my col
league that it follows almost the language of the Constitution, 
and therefore it can not be subject to a point of order. 

Mr. MADDOX. I want to ask the gentleman if the acts of 
Congress have been abused or misconstrued so as to g1·ant appro
priations where none was intended? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I do not want to unnecessarily criticise 
anybody, but there have been some acts of Congress construed as 
appropriating money which I do not believe Congress intended to 
appropriate. 

Mr. MADDOX. I want to say to the gentleman that if this 
paragraph is to serve any good purpose, I have no objection. I 
simply wanted an explanation of it, as I did not understand it. 
If the committee is unanimous in its opinion that this is a good 
law, I will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say to my 
colleague that this can not serve any bad purpose, and we 
thought when we put it there it would serve a very good purpose. 

Mr. MADDOX. I am inclined to think so, from the gentle
man's explanation. I withdraw the point of order. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn, and the 

Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
At the Southern Branch at Hampton, Va.: For subsistence, including the 

same objects specified under this head in the sundry civil appropriation act, 
and for the fiscal year 1902, $10,000. . 

For household expenses, including the same objects specified under this 
head for the Central Branch in the sundry civil appropriation act for the 
fiscal year 1002, $6,000. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk's desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 
On page 26, after line 21, insert: 
"Marion Branch, at Marion, Ind.: For quartermaster and commissary 

storehouse and repairing old storehouse and constructing fireproof vaults 
therein for offices, $30,000." 

Mr. BARTLETT. I should like to know whether there is any 
law authorizing this?. If there is not, I reserve the point of order. 
I should like to hear the amendment reported again. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment 
will be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 
M.r. BARTLETT. I reserve the point of order that there is no 

law authorizing this. 
Mr. STEELE. There is a law authorizing the construction of 

all these Homes. This item was estimated for, but by an over
sight was not sent to the committee in time to be inserted in the 
appropriation bill. There are no fireproof vaults there at all, 
and there are not adeque.te offices _ for the quartermaster and 
commissary, offices which have been created by law. These 
buildings are necessary for the public service to preserve the 
public records, and are estimated for. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, I think I can 
make it plain. The gentleman called my attention to this mat
ter before he offered it. I have no doubt that under the law the 
amendment is free from the point of order. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE] is a member of the Board of Managers, 
and assures me that this appropriation is necessary for the serv
ice of this Home. For that reason I do not object to it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Has the gentleman any knowledge of any 
estimate properly sent up by the Department for this amount of 
money? 

Mr. C~ON. The gentleman from Indiana assured me that 
the estimate had been made by the board. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. By the board? 
Mr. CANNON. Yes. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. But does it come from the Treasury De

partment? 
Mr. CANNON. I do not know whether it be a formal, legal 

estimate or not, but the estimate is not what gives the jurisdic
tion. 
· Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to know whether the appropriation 

is necessary. If it is, it should be made. I am not discussing the 
point of order. I want to know whether the money is necessary. 
We can only know from a proper estimate. 

Mr. STEELE. This is in amount less than has been asked for 
any other Homes . 
. Mr. LIVINGSTON. That may be true, but do they need the 

money? 
Mr. STEELE. They need the money. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Can you tell the House why they need it? 
Mr. STEELE. They need it for the construction of these 

buildings that have been estimated for. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to ask the gentleman from illinois 

what law there is authorizing these repairs and these new build
ings? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, the law establishing the Branch Home at 
Marion, Ind. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then it comes under the rule that it is a 
continuing improvement? 

Mr. CANNON. I have no doubt on earth that the law author
izes it, I will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I make the point of order that there is no 
law authorizing this. Let the Chair decide it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to know whether there 
is now a quartermaster's department at Marion? 

Mr. STEELE. There is. 
The CHAIRMAN. Where there are at present other build

ings? 
Mr. STEELE. At present the building that is used is entirely 

inadequate, and there are no quarters for the officers. It is in
tended to take the old building and convert it into officers' quar
ters and constJ:uct the necessary vaults therein to protect the 
public property, and to have a storehouse for storing quarter
master stores and commissary stores in that building. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If the prior appropriation was a limited 
one, then this appropriation is not in order. · 

XXXV-440 

The CHAIRMAN. What the Chair desires to know is whether 
there is a plant there now for which this appropriation provides 
simply an enlargement and extension? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. In addition to that, I want to suggest that 
the former appropriation was a limited one, and that if so it re
quires legislation to extend it. If that is t rue, then the point of 
order is good against this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. What the Chair desires to know is as to 
whether or not this case is on all fours, f01~ instance, with the 
Naval Academy proposition, where the appropriation was held to 
be in order by the present occupant of the chair, out of defer
ence, as he stated at the time, to prior decisions? 

Mr. CANNON. The fact about it is this: Some time ago a 
law of Congress was enacted authorizing the construction of a 
Branch Home at Marion, Ind. The Home has been constructed, 
is occupied, has barracks, hospitals, and so forth: and so forth. 
Now, then, at this place no limitation was placed on the Branch 
Home at Marion whatever. This is to build an additional build
ing as specified in the amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman from illinois a 
question before the Chair rules? How can a proposition of this 
kind be in order on a deficiency bill? How do you get this on a 
deficiency bill? How is it germane on a deficiency bill? 

Mr. CANNON. It is a general appropriation bill. The rule 
does not define what exa~t amendments shall go upon it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Just the will of the gentleman from Illi
nois. 

Mr. CANNON. The will of the majority of the House, under 
the rules of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair held in a former Congress in 
reference to Annapolis Academy that an amendment providing 
for an additional building there was in order. The Chair stated 
at the time that he so held in deference to former decisions, not 
because he would have so held had it originally come before the 
present occupant of the chair. If there was no other question 
involved now than the question of the enlargement of the plant, 
the necessary enlargement, the Chair would be inclined to hold 
that it was in order, following the precedent established in the 
Naval Academy case and the cases upon which it was based. But 
the Chair is inclined to think that the suggestion and point made 
by the gentleman from Georgia, that it is not in order on a gen
eral deficiency bill, is well taken. 

:Mr. CANNON. Well, I trust the Chair will not make that 
ruling without examination, because it has been held the other 
way frequently. The gentleman from New York held the other 
way on a former occasion. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will see if he can find authority 
directly upon that. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would like to suggest, for the benefit of 
the Chair, that if an increase of salary was attempted in this bill 
the point of order would lie against it. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; if it was against the law. 
The CHAIRMAN. Will. the gentleman indicate to the Chair 

when the ruling was made to which he referred a moment ago? 
The Chair does not find it in the Digest. 

Mr. CANNON. I am informed that in the last Congress, the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] in the chair, that ruling 
was made. But it is not necessary, if the Chair will indulge me 
for a single suggestion. If the Chair will take this bill, "A bill 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for prior years; and 
for other purposes "-now, then, if the Chair will examine the 
rule of the House that gives jurisdiction to the committee I think 
the Chair will not find anything that says exactly what shall go 
in the deficiency bill or upon the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I may say to the Chair 
that the title of the bill settles the question-" making appropria
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fi cal year 
1902." This appropriation is not a deficiency; it is not to be ex
pended in 1902, as the gentleman from illinois himself knows. 

Mr. CANNON. And yet n;ty friend stops ·and omits the words 
"and for prior years, and for other purposes. '' That is like unto 
the man who said he could prove by the Bible there is no God. 
"Well, prove it." 'Well," he says, "there is no God," and 
showed it in black and white. ''Why," says his friend, "con
found you; you have left out the first half of the sentence: 'The 
fool hath said in his heart, There is no God.' " [Laughter.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well , Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman 
is playing upon words, I wish to say for his information that we 
have here the general expression "for deficiencies for the fiscal 
year." I do not care what the purpose is, it is absolutely to pay 
the expenses for this fiscal year. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to call the attention of the Chair 
to two decisions. I do not know whether they will add any force 
to what I have already said. I refer to page 455 of the Manual; 
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the cases found Dn pages 2713 and 2716 of the REcoRD, second 
session of the Fifty-sixth Congress. 

The payment of an nnadjudicated claim, eveniftheamonntbeascertained 
and transmitted by the head of an executive department, is not in order on 
a deficiency bill. 

Now it might be good, but not on a general deficiency bill. 
Here is a claim against the Government transmitted; and if it 
had got votes enough it might have been appropriated for, but in 
that case they held that although transmitted it was not in order, 
beca"Rse that was a deficiency bill. The following paragraph 
upon the same page of the Manual declares: 

It is not in order to appropriate on the defiehmcy bill for an unadjudicated 
claim, even though it be transmitted to the House by an executive message. 

Now, there is no law authorizing this. It is sim:ply a construc
tion of the law by reason of the fact that a building has been 
authorized that they can go on and extend it. It occurs to me 
that it is not in order upon this bill. ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. If the Chair may suggest to the gentleman 
from Illinois, it seems to him that in the preservation of harmony 
between the bill.B that this item in all fairness ought to be on the 
sundry civil bill and not on the general deficiency bill. The Chair 
is unable to find any ruling which holds one way or the other upon 
the proposition. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman~ I withdraw the amendment. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. That has to be done by unanimous con-

sent. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think there ought to be a ruling, 
Jt.ir. CANNON. I will say, so far as the ruling is concern"€d, 

I do not accept the ruling, notwithstanding the precedent cited 
for the ruling, and I think on a thorough discussion and a full 
examination of the authorities the amendment is in order; bnt as 
the gentleman is quite content to withdraw his amendment, I 
think probably that it may best go that way. 

:Mr. UNDERWOOD. I withdraw my objection. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. The ruling of the Chair is that it is out 

of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain the last point of 

order raised by the gentleman from Georgia. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The repeal of the supplementary acts amendatory of the aet of March 3, 

1899, enumerated in sect ion 12 of the act of March 6, 1902, entitled "An act to 
provide for a permanent Census Office," shall not be construed to take effect 
until the termination of the temporary organiza-tion of th.e office as provided 
in the last-named act: And provided furthe:r, That the disbursing clerk of the 
Census Office ma.y pay out of the census fund &n June 30, 1902., to employees 
of the office who are not to be reappointed on July 1, for whatever leave of 
absence the Director of the Census may, in his discretion, allow them, not to 
exceed, however, the annual leave authorized by existing law: such payment 
to be in addition to the salary due them for services rendered to that date. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, upon that I reserve a point of 
order as to the latter part of that section. 

Mr. CANNON. It is clearly subject to a point of order, but 
I apprehend that my friend, when he understands it, will not 
make it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia reserve 
his point of order? 

Mr. MADDOX. I do. 
:Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Georgia knows that a 

lru·ge number of clerks are going out of service on the 30th day of 
June at the Census Office. Now, many of them go out without 
having had their leave of absence which they have earned, and 
this is to enable the Director of the Census to pay them for the 
leave of absence which they have eruned when they go out, and 
it can not exceed iifteen days. 

Mr. MADDOX. Let me ask the gentleman. A number of em
ployees have been discharged from time to time recently, and my 
understanding is that they have been allowed no le~ve of absence 
or even notice, but simply called up to the desk and paid off and 
discharged. Why is it, now, that these clerks who are to be dis
charged on the 30th are to be given lea-ve of absence and paid for· 
it, too? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. With the permission of the chairman of 
the committee, I want to suggest to the gentleman from Georgia 
that prior to January 1 they had all received their allowance, and 
wherever they did not take it they were paid for it. This is for 
the fiscal year, and every single person that has been discharged 
has had credit for a leave of absence-three days, ten days, or 
whatever amount it was. Now, then, on June 30, when the tem
porary organization ceases to exist and the permanent force 
comes into life, this simply authorizes the Director to do just 
what he has been doing-to give the people who have not been 
employed permanently their pro rata share of the annual leave. 
I hope the gentleman from Georgia will not object, for it is fair, 
right, and just that these clerks should have it. Those that have 
been turned out have had it, and those who are left ought to 
baye it. 

Mr. MADDOX. I want to ask the chairman of the committee 
_again a question. What I am after is that these employees shoulcl 
all be treated alike and be treated fairly. Is it a fact that these 
men, who have been discharged from time to time recently, have 
enjoyed. heretofore the leave of absence and been paid therefo1·? 

Mr. CANNON. I am informed by gentlemen sitting arou.ild 
me that they have. 

Mr. MADDOX. That is the reason they were not allowed leave 
of absence and paid? 

Mr. CANNON. No; I understand they have had their leave of 
absence. Those that have been discharged have been allowed the 
leave of absence or paid for it if they have earned it. The gen
tleman will see at once that those who serve up to June 30 and 
go out of service entirely could not be granted a leave of ab ence. 
Those who went out on the 1st of June could be granted a leave, 
and, as I am informed, they have been granted ten days or fifteen 
days or whatever amount was due them. When they were dis
charged they were granted leave of absence equivalent to the 
number of days that was due them and paid for that number of 
days. 

Mr. MADDOX. They are entitled under the law to thirty 
days in a year, and it is proposed in this bill to pay them for the 
thirty days that they would be entitled to. 

Mr. CANNON. The proportion that they are entitled to. 
Mr. MADDOX. That is exactly what I wanted to get at. I 

wanted to find out whether the employees were all being treated 
exactly alike and being treated fairly and honestly. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. _ • 
Mr. MADDOX. If they are, then I withdraw the point of 

order. 
Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Georgia withdraws his 

point of order. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol

lows: 
Salaries and expemses, United States courts, Indian Territory: FOl' the. 

:payment of the salaries of the clerk, commissioner, and constables authOl·
IZed h-y the act approved May 27, 190"2, during the fiscal year 1903, and of the 
comiil.lSSioners and constables anthorize1nbdia~s act, $16,000: Provided, That 
the judge for the western district of the · Territory shall be authorized 
and required to appoint two additional United StatescOlliiililmoners for said 
district and a constable for each of said commissioners; and the judge for the 
northern district of said Territory shall be authorized and required to ap
point two additional United States commissioners for said district and a con
stable for each of said commissioners. Said commissioners and constables 
shall be located at ~laces designated by said judges, respectively: Provided, 
That each of such JUdges may, in his discretion, require any commissioner 
appointed for his district whose headquarters are not pel'manently fl.x.ed by 
law to hold terms of court at more than one place., and in that case he shall 
fix the places and times of holding such te-rms a.nd the length of each te-rm. 
All laws applicable to the salaries, duties, ~powersl and responsibilities of 
other United States commissioners and constables m the Indian Territory 
shall be applicable to the commissioners and constables appointed under the 
provisions of this act. This proviso shall be in force from and after July 1, 
1002. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 9 page 57, after the word, "appoint," strike out the word "two" 

a~d insert •1 tlu:ee.;" and i;n line 12, page 57, after the word "appoint," strike 
out the word "two n aud msert the word "three.'' 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BENTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have another amend

ment which I wish to offer. 
The Clerk read as follows: · 
.In ~e 15, page 57,. after the w_:ord "at," strike out "places designated by 

sa1d JUdges, respectively,'"' and msert "Sapulpa, Okmulgee, and Waggoner . 
in the western district, and Miami, Nowata, and Pryor Creek in the north
ern district." 

Mr. CANNON. , Mr. Chairman, I hope that amendment will 
not be agreed to. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I promised and intended to 
press this amendment, and to keep my pledge I have presented 
it. I now-withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri withdraws 
his amendment. Without objection, that will be done. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk-read as follows: 
To pay Herman Gauss, for services a.s assistant clerk, by debil, to the 

.Committee on Invalid Pensions, $750. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

Amend by adding at the end of line 18, page 13, the words:: 
And to pay the di:fference between the salary of said messenger and $2,000 

per annum from December 1., 1901, to July 1, 1902, $650. 

The amendm.ent was agreed to. 
Mr. MADDOX. I move to strike on~ the last wor~ for the 

purpose of asking the chairman of the Committee on AppTopria.
tions to explain what is meant in the paragraph just read by the 
word '' detail. '' Where was this man detailed from? 

Mr. CANNON. I have no doubt he was detailed from the 
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P ension Office,- and this ~aragraph has been inserted, I wi.1l say,. 
b~ virlue of the following authority: 

R es lveci,. 'Fh&t the CommfttooOOJApplro:priatio :is:he:reby-authe:rized to 
provide in the general appropriation bill fol! the payment to Herman Gauss, 
of 750 fm· extra services rendered to t h e c-ommittee on-Inval'i.d Pensions. 

Attest: 
A. McDOWELL, Clerk; 

I t will thus- be seen that tms 11as beerr put on by direction of 
the-Rouse. 

MY. MADDOX. Is that" one of those resolutions· that came 
from the Committee on AccountS' and were passed oy the Rouse? 

Mr. CANNON. 1 understand so. I have nD doubt that is the 
case.,. because this iS' certified to the committee as being the action 
of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of T~nnessee. I will say that that is cor
I'ect. I have hera the- RECORD for May28 of Ia-st year, I>age- 6430. 

1\Ir. MADDOX. I simply wanted to understand what was 
meant by "detail." I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Cierl1: read as follows-: 
To pay the. four conductmrs of tlie- efevaot0rs- in too House- wing of the 

CapitQl the difference betwee-n _ the- amounts received by them_ and the- rat& 
of $1,200 per annum for the fiscal years 1901 and 1902, $200 each;. ill all, $800. 

Mr.. CANNON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerkreadi as. followS! 
On page 65, arft-er line- 2-..- insert tlie> foHawing: 
"To pay the conducteTS-ef the-elevator iJ:t the Honse wing of the- old! li

brary space of the Capitol the difference between the amQunts received_ by 
them and the rate of $1,200 ptn· aim'lllll fro.IIL March s-, I901., to June 00, 1902, 
inclusive, as follows : R. E . Walker. $132-.49; J>. G. Dunea.ru,.$1~.49; in all, SZM.98. 

"'L'<flpay JGfin.tD0Uglas, forserviceffa.s la.borer_in th&Doorkeepel''s de1?8.I't
ment during the second session of t he Fifty-sixth Congt'ess, $116-'' 

MI. Chairman, in. e-xplana.ti(!)D of this amendm~nt I will say 
that I hold in my hand certified eapies oii resolutions of the Honse. 

Mr. MADDOX. They have been passed on heretofore. 
Mr. CANNON. Yes; the same- as iiL the- other case, 
I'iir. MADDOX. How do they diffel' from the paragraph pro

viding in general tel'1ll8 fol" conduetorE of th-e- elevator without 
mentioning nam-es? · 

Mr. CANNON. This is for the conductors of the elevator in 
the House wing of the old libl"ary space; 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I offer the amendment 

which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by adding after line 2, on page 65, the following words: 
"To :pay Albert Scottbfor services as laborer for eighteen days, frmnDe

cem ber 2, 1901, to Decem er 19, 1901, $3G. •Y 

Mr. CANNON. I shall have to reserve· a ~ointi of order-on 
that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to say to the gentle
man from nrmois and to the- comntittee that this colored boy, 
Albert Scott, was on the roll as a laoorerin the-last Congress: and 
performed duty as- such. W1Ien this· Congress assembled, having 
been on the ron during the l'ast Cengress as a~labo:rer, he com
menced work in the sam-e caJ)acity the' day Congress met-the 2d 
day of December. He did! his woTkfui~y n.ntil the 19th day 
of th-at month, when a resolution drawn by myself was adopted 
by the House putting 1iim upon the, roll at $50 a. month. In 
drawing tha.t reso-lution I undertook to- frame: it so that it-would 
pay him from the da-y Congress met, the day when he went to 
wo:rk, until the 19th, when the resolution pla;:eing him on the- roll 
wa:s adopted. It seems that the- resoiution as I dre-w it was not 
effectual to cover that period' of time from tile 2d to the 19th of 
the month. The Comptroller held that the :resolution whfeh we 
pas ed. would be operative only n·om the day of its adoption,. al
though thi&col@rOO boy had. beerrat workfo:r-18· days previous. 

This amendment of mine may be- subject to-a point of o:rder. 
lllave not intl"oduced and sent to· the Committee on. Accounts a 
:resolution for the pt1.rpose of paying this man the pitiful smn of" 
$36. If, after this statement, the gentleman from illinois; or any 
othm· gentleman, thinks that this. po.m: colored boy ought n-ot to 
be paid I am content to let the matter pass. 

Mr. CANNON. I have- no doubt he ought to e paid~ But my 
m end from Tenne-ssee, I presume, realizes the condition touch
ing these payments. The Committee on Appropriations adopted 
a rule for th:is session and the future that it would relieve- itself 
of the grea-t pressure that has.. heretofore come to us constantly, 
to put on these appropriation bills provisions for extra pay; and 
we- gave notice ta the Ccrmmittoo on Accounts--

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is not a proposition 
for extra pay. 

Mr. CANNON. W ell, addftionalpa-y. 
:3-Ir . .:RICHARDSON of Tennessee-. It- is not additional pay. If 

I had drawn the resolution so as· to accoml?lish what I had in~ 
tend'ed. it would have· passed- the Honse-, and those eighteen da.ys 
would have'- been cave-red. Bu1l i see-ms that the reso-lution as· 

drawn by me was not effectual in the opinion of the Comptroller. 
I still think that the resolution provided for the pay of this man 
from the 2<l day of December;. but the Comptl:oller has held 
oth:e:r:wi:se. 

Now ,.l do not want to interrupt the gentleman fiom illinois·~ 
I do. not wani to violate- any rule. that he and his committee have 
adopted, but; in view of the fact that the amount involved is only 
$36. for this poor colored_ boy, and in view of the statement I have 
made, I ask unanimous aonsent that the: amendment may be 
adopted. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The: gentleman from Temtessee asks" unan
imous consent that the amendment be. agreed to~ Is; theTe obj-ec
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears· none, and it is so or-
deredr The Cle::rk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For com~ under the di.rec:tirm of the House Committee on: Printing. 

of the constitutions.. with all amendments thereto, and of the organic acts
and enabling acts of the se.veral States and Territories af the United: States, 
$~. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend:. 
ment. 

The-Clerk read as- follows: 
On pag.e. 6~ line 4, strike ou.ir the word "Printing" and insert. the word. 

".Tudici.ary;'" and in line o strike out the word • two n. and insert the word 
"one. a 

The CHAIRMAN"~ The-q_nestion is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from_ New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following: 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by adding after line 7, page 65, the following: 
"To enable the Secretary of _ the Senate and the 0lerk of- the House of' 

Representatives to pay ta the officers and empl&yees or the Senate and the 
House, borne o:rr_the a:nn.ual and session rolls Olll the 1.str day of .June 1002~in
cluding the Capitol police, the ofliciaf re-po~ters, ot the Senate and of the 
House, and W. A. Smithl>-CONGRESSIDNAL RECORD clerk, for extra services 
during the Fifty-seventn Congress, a sum equal to one month's pay at the 
compensa.tion then.pa.id. them by law,. the same to be immediately a.va.ilable." 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, on that I reserve tile point of 
ord'er. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gen-tleman 
will withhold his point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tlle gentleman from Georgia reserves the 
point of order. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman:, I _ wish to say that' 
this may be subject tu the point of order, but,., in my judgment, it 
should hardly be made. Thls matter has been retained in the de
ficiency-bill for man-y years-) and is pl'OI>erly classed a;s an appro
priation, because it has· been running on for so long a. time that. 
the memory of man runneth not to the- contrary. It baa become 
the Taw and tire precedent or the Hou:se more in the nature of an 
appropriation than of a.ny new legislation and I:reyond that, we. 
have already in this act-aJ>-propriated and: voted money fo.r certain 
employees of this: ffonse who perhaps. are no more entitled to it 
than those who are provided forin this- resol'uiion, and the gen
tremarr from Georgia inquired of the chairman of this committee 
but a few moments ago, when he raised a point of order, as to 
whether the snm appropriated provided equally for all of them, 
and upon the chairman'S" reply that it did he then withdrew his 
point: of order. I want to say new to the gentle-man from Georgia. 
that this also a'J)propriates equally to all emplDyees, and I hopa. 
the gentleman will not press his. point-of ordeT. 

Mr. MADDOX. Ma-y I ask the gentleman a. quest ion? 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Ye-s. 
Mr~ MADDOX. Whom have-we provided for in this. bill? 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Some employees. of the Census. Bu

reau. We· ha.-v~ provided for the elevator men. We have. pro
vided for perst:mS" who have been attendant on this House. 

M-r. MADDOX. Extra. payr 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Extra allowance. 
M-r. MADDOX. There i's'_no-thing here, as I understand it,_ ex

cept that which has been passed by resolution of this House. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I donotunde:rstand that those in the 

Census Bureau were passed by resolution of tn-e House. Were 
they-I would inquire- of the- chairman of the c-ommittee, Mr. 
Cll"NO'N? 

Mr. CANNON. No; the Honse took no action. 
1\!r. LOUDENSLAGER. This gi-ves to· all eq_ua;Hy and alike, 

and I hope tlle gen:Ueman will not press his point of order. 
Mr. CANNON. Theywe-1"e n-Ot-employed by the-Hous-e. 
Mr. GAINES of TenneSIBee. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 

fuqnire of th-e-gentleman if these~employees are to remain a month 
after Congress. adjom-ns? Wherefu does- the extra pay come in? · 

MF. LOUDENSLAGER. This is simply an. extra comp_ensa.-
tion for them for the work that they-do. It lias been in every 
deficiency bill. 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That they have been doing or that 
they will do? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That they have been doing. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The reason that I interrupted the 

gentleman was this: I know a lot of these laborers and em
ployees have to stay here a long time after Congress adjourns 
and workt and I myself have returned nearly a month after Con
gress adjourned, and when I have come back I have found them 
working here at that timet and certainly a man ought to be paid 
for that kind of work. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. This is pay for that kind of work. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Wellt then, they ought to be paid 

because they do the work. 
Mr. MADDOX. The gentleman says they ought to be paid for 

that kind of work if they stay here for thirty days. He is prob
ably not aware of the fact that they are paid by the year t and that 
they will go home, probably, and stay six months, when they do 
nothing at all, and next year there will be nine months when they 
will not even strike a lick. 

Now, I want to tell yon what I think about this business. I 
have nothing against these employees, that is, some of them, to 
say the least of it. :My judgment, howevert is that we have three 
times as many employees as we need in this Honse right now. 
Probably I may be a little extravagant in that statementt but I 
will say that we have twice as many as we need. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I do not believe the gentleman wishes 
to make a misstatement, and I desire to say to him that these em
ployees are not all paid annually. Some of them are monthly 
employees for the session only. 

Mr. MADDOX. This resolution covers all of them. It makes 
no distinction. Probably if it applied only to the session em
ployees--
. Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman--

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. MADDOX. I will yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I was not aware of the fact that 

they were employed by the year. I thought they were employed 
by the month, and if they remain here and work an extra month 
or an extra day, I think they ought to be paid for it. 

Mr. MADDOX. It is not extra work nor an extra day. I want 
to state to this Honse that just before the adjournment at the 
last session we had something of a scandal in relation to extra 
pay for these employees of this Honse. The Honse passed a reso
lution to investigate these matters, and appointed a committee 
for that purpose. That committee reported to the House. The 
result of that report was that the Appropriations Committee un
dertook to pass a law by which they regulated the salary to be 
paid to each and every employee of this House. It was then un
derstood that we were to have no more pay for extra services. 
Now, what is the extra month for. except extra compensation? 
What does it mean? It means nothing else. 

Now, do yon want simply to make a present to these employees? 
My friend over there [Mr. LOUDENSLAGER] says that we have just 
provided an appropriation for the Census employees and that we 
ought to be fair. Those Census employees, as I understand from 
the chaiTman of the Committee on Appropriations, are entitled to 
thirty days leave of absence within twelve months, and it is the 
intention of these gentlemen to pay them for that leave, whatever 
it may be. If they have only seven days or five days or six days, 
they are to be paid for that. 

Now, what is the condition with reference to the Honse em
ployees? If we adjourn in a few days, they have from now until 
next December leave of absence, and after next March they will 
have until the following December leave of absence. The Census 
employees and the other employees in the departments have no 
such leave; and I take it for granted that these employees in the 
Census Department and other places work eight hours a day. I 
will guarantee that there are seventy-five or a hundred men in 
this Honse, now employed by the Government, who do not work 
an hour a day. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say this much. I shall not as
sume the responsibility in this House to say, if you want to make to 
these gentleman a present of this extra month, that you can not 
do so. The responsibility is upon the party on that side of the 
Honse for the payment and expenditure of this money. I saw 
proper to reserve this point of order. 

Yon appointed a committee. That committee was to be con
tinned to investigate the employees of this Honse and to report 
thereon. That committee has had one meeting, in which it de
cided to a.djourn subject to the call of the chairman. In other 
words, the committee decided to watch the operation of the law 
that had been passed to see what effect it would have. Up to 
this time we have had no other meeting. 

In one sense the responsibility is upon that committee: I now 

~ 

put the gentlemen on the Appropriations Committee on notice 
that I have reserved the point of order. The responsibility is on 
yon for the expenditure of thjs money. Yon can insist upon the 
point of order, if yon want to. I shall not do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the point of 
order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, just a single word. I did not 
make the point of order and I shall not make itt because the prac
tice has been so long followed, and points of order have been so 
frequently overruled, that it is evidently the will of the Honse 
from year to year to give this extra month's salary, so that in 
point of fact it may be regarded as a part and parcel of the pay 
of the employees of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Refunding to States expenses incurred in raising volunteers as follows: 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make the point of order 
to the rest of the items on this page, and I want to know whether 
I shall wait until it is read or make it now? 

The CHAIRMAN. It can be made when the section ia read. 
Mr. SIMS. I want to make it as to each paragraph. 
Mr. CANNON. I will ask unanimous consent that from line 

11, on page 71, to and inolnding line 24, of page 71, as they are on 
all fours, that they be read to that point, and that the gentleman 
may make his point of order to all of them. 

Mr. SIMS. That is what I want. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen· 

tleman from illinois? 
Mr. SIMS. Furthert in case the point of order is not sustained, 

I wish to move to amend each of these items . 
Mr. CANNON. I askunanimousconsent also as to that effect. 
Mr. SIMS. That is satisfactory. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 

that amendments may be offered to any line in the paragraph. 
Mr. SIMS. Yes; that I may offer an amendment to each para

graph. 
Mr. OLMSTED. One moment. Does that applytotheamend

ment of the gentleman only? 
:Mr. CANNON. To anybody. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To the State of Indiana, 635,859.ID 
To the State of Iowat $456,417.89. 
To the State of Michigan, $382.167.62. 
To the State of Ohio, $453,559.3!). 
To the State of lllinois, $1,005,129.29. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairmant I make the point of order as to each 
of these appropriations, that they are not germane to this bill, 
being a deficiency bill. Each one is an original appropriation, 
and each of them should properly be refened by bills to the Com
mittee on War Claims, and there are claims for each of these 
items before that committee undetermined. That is the point of 
order I wish to make-that they are not deficiency items, and 
that they are not properly on the deficiency bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairmant in my judgment the point of 
order is not well taken. These are audited accounts for the pay
ment of certain moneys that are due to certain States under the 
legislation of 1861 and 1862, and under additional legislation 
which I will read; Legislation approved February 14t 1902: 

And the claims of like character. 

That is, the items preceding. It was to refund to the States 
moneys that were expended by the States under the act of 1861, 
in furnishing troops and clothing them, etc., with which the 
Chair is no doubt familiar. We appropriated for these items to 
the State of Pennsylvaniat Maine, Rhode Islandt and the follow
ing legislation is found: 

And claims of like character arisin~ under the act of Congress of July'}!{, 
1861 (12 Stat., p. '}!{6 ), and joint resolutiOn of March 8, 1862 (12 Stat., p. 615 ), as 
interpreted and applied by the Su:preme Court of the United States in the 
case of the State of New York aga1nst the United States, decided January 6, 
1896 (160 U.S. Reports, p. 598), not heretofore allowed or heretofore disal
lowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury, shall be reopened, exam
ined.,. and allowed, and if deemed necessary shall be transmitted to t he Court 
of Claims for findings of fact or determination of disputed questions of law 
to aid in the settlement of the claims by the accounting officers. 

.,and then we have the act of 1862 for furnishing the troops and 
clothing them under that legislation. Then the act of last Feb
ruary, the reopening of the accounts, auditing the claims by the 
Auditor of the Treasury Department, as provided for in the law, 
and the certification of the claims as audited claims by the ac
counting officers of the Treasury, which I have before me, prop
erly certified to Congress, referred by the Speaker to the com
mitteet and now reported upon the de~ciency bill as usual in all 
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audited accounts. It seems to me it is not subject to any point 
of order; if so, every other audited account is subject to the point 
of order, and could not go upon this bill or any other bill. 
· Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, there is some objection 
on this side of the House to these claims, and for that reason I 
suppose my friend f1·om Tennessee made the point of order. I 
state this simply to show reason, if the point of order is insisted 
on. As I understand, these are claims of States for money that 
they paid out to arm the troops during the war, and someof the 
States have been paid. For instance, New York has been fully 
paid. · New York .and the other States up to this time that have 
been paid have been paid for money that they expended and the 
interest thereon up to the date of payment. Now, in some of 
these States that we are appropriating for in this bill I under
stand that the State borrowed the money and issued bonds and 
the bonds are not matured. 

Now, instead of taking the money out of their State treasury and 
levying the taxes on their people for that purpose they preferred 
to borrow it, and instead of borrowing it for a short time they 
borrowed it for a long time. Now, this appropriation, as I under
stand it, is not only to pay these States back the money that they 
have paid out and the interest up to the present day, as we would 
do any other creditor, but is to pay~-
. Mr. BINGHAM. Thatiswiong. 
· Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is in. error. But I want to 
suggest to my friend that he is upon the merits of the matter and 
that a point of order is pending. I think there can be no doubt 
but what the point of order is not well taken. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not agree with the gentleman. I 
think the point of order is well taken, and I am coming to that 
right now, if the House will ' allow me a moment. As I under
stand the proposition-of course that is a question open for dis
cus ion-more is being paid to these States than they have paid. 

Mr. CANNON. On the contrary-we want to get at the very 
facts . 
. Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. ' 

Mr. CANNON. Exactlythesameineasurehasbeenpaid under 
this auditing to these States that was paid to the State of New 
York by the judgment of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, from theinforma~on thatihave, I 
will say that it is otherwise. When we come to the case on the 
floor, the gentleman m_ay convince me that I am wrong. If I am 
convinced, I will have no objection to the States being paid what is 
actually due. But on the point of order these cases were all sent 
to the Court of Claims, like the Southern war claims, and like 
other claims where other cases are sent to the Court of Claims. 
For wha~ purpose? · 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman is mistaken. These claims 
have not been sent to tb.e Court of Claims at all. They are claims 
that were audited, and from the audit an appeal wa-s taken to 
the Comptroller, properly decided by the Comptroller, and certi
fied to Congress for appropriation. They have never been to the 
Court of Claims. 
: Mr. UNDERWOOD. Did not the law authorize them to go 
there? 
. Mr. HEMENWAY. They could have been sent there if there 

had been any question as to the facts, .but there was no question 
as to the facts. They are not on all fours with the cases the gen
gleman mentions. 

·Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am answering the gentleman from 
Illinois when he says that these cases stand on the proposition 
that the cases were ordered by Congress to go to the Court of 
Claims. 

Mr. L.ACEY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Letmefinishmysentence. Itputsthem 

in no better attitude· than any other claim that was sent to the 
Court of Claims. If they stand on that basis, Mr. Chairman, 
then they ought to fall on the same procedure, under the parlia
mentary law of this House, as any other case does that has been 
referred to the Court of Claims and comes back here for settle
ment. 
· Mr. LACEY. If it be true that the Supreme Court of the 

United States has held these claims to be valid and legitimate 
claims against the Government under existing law, then the pay
m"Emt is certainly authorized by existing law, and consequently 
·the point of order is not well taken. Is not that correct? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; that has nothing to do with the 
point of order. What we are striking at is whether the claims 
are germane to this bill. I do not mean to say that these claims 
are not germane to something and that some money ought not to 
be paid to these States. I am not arguing that point. What I 
contend is this, Mr. Chairman, that if you take it from the 
standpoint that they have a standing here because they are 
authorized by law to go to the Court of ~laims, then, to follow 
the procedure followed in all other cases where a judgment from 

• 

the Court of Claims come~ back, it should go to a war claims 
committee. But if, on the other hand, these ca-ses stand in a 
position contended for by the gentleman from Indiana that they 
have been audited, they are not judgments of any court, there is 
no court here that has ever rendered jud~ent and certified these 
cases to the Appropriation Committee. If they stand here on a 
basis or law by which they were authorized to be audited. I say 
they have no standing on the general deficiency bill; that the 
proper place for claims of that kind would be on the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. · 

In the first place, Mr. Chairman, we have the order of the House 
determining the status of these very claims, because bills have 
been introduced for their payment, and these bills have been re
ferred by the Speaker of the House to the Committee on War 
Claims. Now, one of the very first propositions that you con
sider when you go to determine whether a matter is germane or 
not is what committee it has gone to-what committee has juris
diction of it. In. other words, · certainly a matter that would not 
go to the Appropriation Committee would not be germane to 
a bill reported to this House from the Appropriations Com
mittee. 

The Speaker of this House has determined that question by re
ferring these individual bills to the Committee on War Claims, 
and not to the Committee on Appropriations. So, thus far, we 
have a determination that they are not germane. But, if the 
Committee on Appropriations has any jurisdiction of this matter 
at all, it certainly only has it on the sundry civil bill, which is 
intended to carry appropriations of this kind. _The deficiency 
bill is clearly and manifestly a bill for paying claims or de
ficiencies where Congress, in the_ original appropriation, fails to 
appropriate enough money to carry out the original appropria
tion as carried in some other bill. Now, these claims have no 
relation to any other matter, because this is the first time Con
gress has attempted to appropriate in the matter. There is no 
deficiency exi~?ting in reference to. these claims, and therefore, 
necessarily, they are not germane upon a deficiency bill. · 

I know it has been customary as a matter of unanimous con
sent to carry a vast number of appropriations of various descrip
tions on the general deficiency bill. .As a matter of fact, this bill 
itself contains provisions that have gone through here by unani
mous consent that would have been defeated if a point of order 
had been made against them. All the great approp1iation bills 
often carry matters of. that kind. But because there are matters 
carried on these bills which are not germane, that does not war
rant anyone in holding that these original appropriations are 
germane to the bill now under consideration. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I have been desirous to avoid mak
ing any statement which might appear to bear upon the merits of 
the amendment, but it is necessary for me to refer briefly to some 
circumstances of the present case in order to get at the point of 
order. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I hope the gentleman will let the Chair 
determine the point of order. 

Mr. SIMS. I wish to make simply a short statement in order 
to get at the point of order. 

The legislation under which these claims have been certified 
was put on the urgent deficiency bill, which was itself subject 
to a point of order at that time. The four claims provided for 
upon the urgent deficiency bill were the claims of Rhode Island, 
New Hampshire, Pennsylvania, and Maine. Each of those claims 
had been presented to the Court of Claims, and the com't had 
made a finding. Now, immediately follows this legislation au
thorizing the accounting officer to audit these claims regardless 
of the limitations which had been imposed in a former settlement 
of like claims. 

The claims canied in this appropriation were before the Com
mittee on War Claims, of which I am a member. I had an op
portunity to investigate the question, and I would have made a 
point of order against this legislation had I not thought that the 
settlement of these claims would follow the decision of the Court 
of Claims. The claim of the State of New York was settled 
under the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States; 
the claims of these four States were settled under a decision of 
the Court of Claims upon cases referred to that court by the very 
Comptroller who has passed on this claim, and they were audited 
in pursuance of the decision of the Court of Claims. But when 
we come to the case of the State of Indiana the Comptroller does 
not follow the decision of he Court of Claims or of the Supreme 
Court, as I contend, but he certifies the claim as it appears in this 
bill for more than double what would have been the amount if it 
had been audited according to the decision of the Court of Claims 
rendered since the New York decision and rendered upon a refer
ence by the very Comptroller himself who renders this decis
ion. 

Now, the time is very short for the examination of this matter. 
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There ought to be three or four hours' discussion of these "items. 
There is not an item of detail before the Committee of the Whole 
in regard to these claims. I have been utterly unable to get any 
details. I believe that these items are not germane to a deficiency 
bill and ought to go out. I should like to hear any gentleman 
explain why these are proper items on a deficiency bill-how they 
can be construed as constituting a deficiency. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The statute which has been read in full 
plainly refers these several claims to the Auditor for reexamina
tion and reauditing, with a view to allowance or disallowance. 
That has been done, as the gentleman from Illinois states, and the 
certificate of the Auditor is produced here. 

Now: it has been repeatedly held that any audited account
not nece arily the judgment of a court, but any account audited 
by direction of Congress-is in order on a deficiency appropria
tion bill. That is this ca.se. The Chair overrules the point of 
order. 

Mr. SIMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend lines 13, 14, 
and 15 by striking out" 635,859.20," and inserting" $287,015.95." 

The amendment of Mr. Srns was read by the Clerk. 
Mr. SIMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, we come to a discussion of 

the merits of the case, and I hope we may have an agreement for 
something more than the five minutes debate upon this amend
ment. What I propose to say with reference to one of these 
States will apply equally to all of them. 

Mr. CANNON. The same principle governs these several 
cases. . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. .All these cases have not been before the 
Court of Claims. As I understand, the proposition of the gentle
man from Tennessee is to set a ide the finding of the Auditor and 
follow the finding of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There has been no finding of the Court of 
Claims in any of these cases. 

Mr. SIMS. I suggest that the paragraphs in reference to these 
several States be considered all together. 

Mr. CANNON. It will be very easy to dispose of these othe1· 
items after the first one has been disposed of. How much time 
does the gentleman from Tennessee desire for debate? 

:MJ.·. SIMS. I do not want a minute more than is necessary to 
get the matter before the House as clearly as I am able to do it, 
but the gentleman knows very well that frequently questions are 
asked and that takes time. I do not know how much time I will 
want, but shall take just as little as I can get along with. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I call for the regular 
order. 

1\fr. SIMS. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will not do that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I want to state that the 
gentleman from Tennessee always fights ·every claim that lies 
north of the Ohio River. 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman does not understand the thing. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand the gentleman from Ten

nessee perfectly. 
Mr. SIMS. I know the gentleman from Ohio is fair, and if he 

understood the situation he would not make that remark, I am 
satisfied. I am going to ask for unanimous consent-

Yr. GROSVENOR. I shall object. 
Mr. SIMS. Oh, let me make the statement, and if you object 

then I have no objection. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 

to the gentleman from Illinois? 
Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 
Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me for a moment, 

I would ask unanimous consent that debate on all these items
they are all similar-close in forty minutes. 

Mr. SIMS. I think that is perfectly satisfactory. 
1\Ir. CANNON. Each side to have half. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unan

imous consent that all debate upon these paragraphs and amend
ments thereto be closed in forty minutes, the time to be equally 
divided between the two sides, Is there objection to that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 
Mr. CANNON. Then, Mr. Chairman, I make the motion. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois makes the 

motion. The Chair will put the motion. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SIMS: Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as a remark dropped by 

the gentleman from Ohio does me a great injustice, I want to state 
for the benefit of the House just how this matter came to my 
attention. Separate bills for these items, in three of the States 
that I now remember, were introduced and referred to the Com
mittee on War Claims, of which I am a member. We to some 
extent discussed them there, and that is how the matter came to 
my attention . I want to state further that the State of K entucky 

is equally and vitally interested in this matter as any State north 
of the Ohio River. I want to get simply at what is right, and 
nothing else; and I do not care where the money goes. There was 
an act passed by the Congress of the United States in 1861-anact 
of reimbursement-which is as follows: 

Be it enacted. etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed, out of :my money in. the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
pay to the governor of any State, or to his duly authorized agents, the costs, 
Chil.rges, and expenses prop erly incurred by such State for enro~, sub
sisting, clothing, supplying, arming, equippmg, paying, and tra.nsportmg its 
troops employed in aiding to suppress the present insurrection against the 
United States, to be settled upon proper vouchers, to be filed and passed 
upon by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury. 

The United States Government paid back to those States the 
exact sum that the State had paid out. As held by f01-mer account
ing officers of the Treasury, the Government would not, and did 
not, allow payments made by the States or anything except moneys 
paid out by the States. They did not allow the States interest 
upon bonds issued by the respective States by which to procure 
money for this purpose. Quite a number of years ago the State 
of New York brought suit in the Court of Claims to recover the 
sum of $91,000 as interest paid by the State of New York upon 
short-time bonds issued by that State, by means of which the 
State raised money to equip the troops, and for the sum of $39,000 
for interest due by the State of New York to what was known as the 
canal fund . The Court of Claims decided that the item of interest 
on the bond issued by New York for this purpose was a proper 
charge against the Government, and was not in the nature of 
interest ·by the Government to its debtor where no · special 
contract existed. 

Of course it is well understood that the Government pays no 
interest except by special contract or on judgments. The Court 
of Claims disallowed the canal item. It was taken by appeal to 
the Supreme Court of the United States; many questions were 
presented that are not necessary here to discuss, but the Supreme 
Court of the United States did decide in the New York case that 
the interest paid by the State of New York to the canal fund or 
on account of bonds was a proper charge of reimbursement and 
it was reimbursed and paid. . There are four other cases. The 
claims of the State of Rhode Island, the State of Now Hampshire, 
the State of Maine, and the State of Pennsylvania were referred 
to the Court of Claims for deciSion after the New York case had 
been decided. They were referred by the Comptroller, and I wish 
to read the letter of reference to the House so that the House will 
know what the Court of Claims had before it and decided. Here 
is the Auditor's statement of the matters referred to the court: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., Januat:Jit.k, 1899. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

SIR: 
* * * "' • * • 

1. Have the accounting officers jurisdiction to entertain, adjust, and set
tle this claim on its merits, under the decision in the case of The United 
~tates v. New York (160 U.S., 598)? 

(a) Is tills claim for interest on money borrowed and expended in equip
ping troops so intimately connected with the principal claims already al
lowed that the interest claim can be held to have been settled in the settle
ment of the V,rincipal claims on the doctrine that a claimant can not be 
allowed to split up his cause of action? 

(b) In view of the long delay in presenting this claim, is it "a stale claim," 
which the accounting officers should not entertain, adjust, or settle on its 
merits? 

2. If the accountin~ officers have jurisdiction and should settle the claim, 
for what time ought mterest to be allowed? 

(a) Where long-time bonds were issued, should interest be allowed to the 
maturity of the bonds; if not, to what lesser time shonld it be llowed? 

(b) Should interest be allowed beyond the time necessary for the State to 
levy a tax and collect the money required for the principal expenditure~ 

3. If the court finds it has jurisdiction to determine the amount due, what 
amount, if anything, is the State entitled to on the evidence and facts pre
sente<ll 

I transmit all the papers, proofs, documents, etc., pertaining to the claim, 
as requested. 

Respectfully, yours, W. W. BROWN, .Auditor. 

This is the Maine case from which I am reading. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SIMS. The twenty minutes have not expired, have they? 
Mr. CANNON. The gentleman, as I understand it, controls 

twenty minutes of the forty. 
The CHAIRMAN. That was objected to. 
Mr. SIMS. I thought the1·e was a motion made and carried. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is beyond the authority of the commit-

tee to do anything more than close debate by motion. 
Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman may 

proceed for five minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. SIMS. There are $8,000,000 diTectly and indirectly involved 

in this matter, and here is the decision of the court. If this 
House does not want to know the law, and does not want to'vote 
intelligently, thel'e is no use in my occupying five minutes. I 

• 
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am reading the decision of the court--I am not blowing my own 
horn. 

Mr. CANNON. I again ask unanimous consent that the whole 
of the twenty minutes in opposition to this provision and for the 
amendment be under the control of the gentleman from Ten
nessee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SIMS. I hope, Mr. Chairman, not to use all of the time. 

After full consideration of all the questions submitted, the court 
decided that the accounting officers have jurisdiction to settle 
the claim in this case, and the same should be adjusted by allow
ing the State interest as set forth in the findings, from the dates 
of the several loans made by her on the money folmd to have 
been properly expended in organizing and equipping the troops, 
for which the United States promised indemnity by the act of 
1861, up to the date or dates when the Government reimbursed 
the St.ate for the money so advanced, deducting therefrom the 
amouiit of direct tax chargeable agaip.st said State as of the date 
when due and chargeable, to wit, June 30, 1862. 

The above is the determination and decision of the Court of 
Claims in the Maine case, submitted to them by the Comptroller 
after the New York case had been decided by the Supreme Court, 
applying the principles as laid down by the court in the New 
York case. 

This is the decision of those five able judges. Their decision is 
that interest pa:id by the States may be reimbursed, but that when 
the United States Government made payments to those respec
tive States, either by way of remission of direct tax or by direct 
payment, those payments should go as a credit upon the liability 
of the State against the United States, and stop intel'est on that 
amount from the time that it was paid until interest ceased to be 
paid by the State upon the respective obligations, bonds, or what
evei· the obligations might be. 

The only questions to be considered in this case al'e these: The 
contention of the Comptroller, as I understand it; is that the 
Government is liable to the respective States for the bonds and 
interest to maturity of the bond, provided the bond ran to rna· 
turity. If the State of Indiana or any of these other States had 
issued bonds running twenty years, and by remission of the direct 
tax or by direct payment the whole amount up to the time of the 
payment had been paid before the maturity of the bonds issued 
by the States; that although the State of Indiana or any of these 
other States may have had that money in her coffers for ten years, 
thereby enabling h er to buy in her own bonds if they were 
subject to be called in and paid off, or to be applied to any 
other State purposes, thereby relieving her citizens of taxes
that although that is the fact, the Government of the United 

. States under the New York decision must pay the bonds with 
all the_ interest to maturity, providing the State has paid that 
much. 
· I contend, as a matter of justice, that the decision of the Court 

of Claims case should be followed, and that these should be treated 
as a matter of partial payments, as a matter of mutual indebted
ness between the two, and that the offsets should be treated equi· 
tably. Remember, these four decisions of the Court of Claims 
were rendei'ed after the decision in the New York case and pur· 
suant to it. 

::M:r. COWHERD. And construing it. 
Mr. SIMS. And construing it; and it was referred to them for 

that very purpo e. Under the act of Congress making appropria
tions for urgent deficiencies for the present fiscal year, approved 
February 14, 1902, it is provided: 

In r efunding to States expenses incurl'ed in raising volunteers, namely:" 
To the State of Maine, $131,515.81. 
To the State of P ennsylvania, $689,146.29. 
To the State of New Hampshire, 10!1372.53. 
To the State of Rhode Island, $1.24,6lt.79. 
And the claims of like chara~ter arising under the act of Con"'ress of 

July 27, 1861 (12 Stats., p. 276), and joint r esolution of 1tiarch 8, 1862 (i2 Stats., 
:p. 615), asinterpretedand applied by the Supreme Court of the United States 
m the case of the State of New York against the United States, decided Jan
uary 6,1896 (160U. S. Revts., p . 598), not heretofore allowed, or heretofore dis
allowed, by the accounting officers of the Treasuryl shall be reopened, ex
amined, and allowed and, if deemed necessal-y, shal be transmitted to the 
court of Olaims for ftndings of fact or determination of disputed questions 
of law to aid in the settlement of the claims by the accounting officers. 

These claims appropriated for in :the above act had been sub
mitted to the Court of Claims as an aid, as a guidance to the ac
counting officers. Now then, the claims of the four States that 
I have mentioned were settled; audited by the proper account
ing officers according to the decision of the Com·t of Claims 
construing the New York decision. Four States have received 
·their money and receipted for it under this decision; but when 
you come to the State of Indiana the Comptroller does not follow 
the Court of Claims decision, but renders a new decision, or a 

decision of his own., which doubles the amount by way of interest_ 
on all the States yet to be settled; and if adopted in this Ho~se 
there would be due the States that have already been settled With 
about two million and a half dollars. 

There is something more than a million in this bill, and several 
of the States yet to settle with when their accoilll.ts are audited. 
If we follow the Comptroller instead of following the cotut, 
consistmg of five judges, who construed and applied the princi· 
ple decided in the New York case, you Will have to pay about 
$8,000,000 more than you ~ll have to do if you follow th~ ~e
cision of the Court of Claims. New York accepted the decision 
in her favor and was paid off. Maine, New Hampshire, Rhode 
Island, and Pennsylvania also. This is the amoun~ due a:J?-d al
lowed by the Comptroller of the Treasury under his decisiOn of 
April14, 1902. 

If this claim had been settled in accordance with the principles 
announced in the Court of Claims and followed by the Auditor 
of the War Department in the settlement of the claims of the 
States of :Maine, Pennsylvania, New Hampshire and Rhode 
Island, aheady allowed and paid under the opjnion of that court, 
there would be due to the State of Indiana by the United States 
for interest and expenses ·129,174.05, for discount $150,840, mak· 
ing a total of $281,015.95. Now, each of these claims was fol
lowed by a note from the Auditor showing that, with the excep
tion of the Ohio case-which makes but little difference-that it 
doubles in round numbers this appropriation to follow the Comp
troller in his decision made in behalf of the State of Indiana after 
the Court of Claims had decided four like cases, otherwise fol· 
lowing the New York case. 

I know how embarrassing it is for any member of Congress to 
turn down a claim for his own State. It is for gentlemen to take 
the decision of the Court of Claims as tight or that of the Comp
troller. The Comptroller had accepted the decision in the case 
of four States. He has given his argument, and it is qnite a strong 
argument. The distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations is from one of the States interested, illinois, and 
the gentleman [Mr. HEMENWAY] who has just spoken is from • 
another of those States, and I am from Tennessee, but I wish in 
this case to know whether we members of Congress are to over
rule the decision of a Court of Claims, the very court we author
ized these cases to be referred to, or should we undertake to fol· 
low the decision of the Comptroller? 

Now, which has the greater weight of authority-the Comp
troller or the Court of Claims, the court designated by the very 
act itself to decide these matters, composed of five judges without 
interest, directly or indirectly? I am making an argument to get 
at this matter in the most disinterested way. The Comptroller 
has decided this according to his own judgment. The Court 
of Claims is a judicial body. They are more capable of de
termining and applying the principles of law as settled in the 
New York case than I am, than Congress is, than the Comp
troller is. 

Now, I want to say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEM
ENWAY] that we are all human in these things; and I will say to 
the gentleman that as we are all embarrassed in these matters 
when they come from our own States, that if he finds I bring up a 
Tennessee case that he does not approve I hope he will help me to 
put my principles in practice. 

I do not mean to in any manner reflect upon the gentlemen 
whose States are interested, but let us divest ourselves of all these 
matters of embarrassment as far as possible and follow the best 
authority in deciding these matters, and this is the court to which 
these questions have been referred ever since it has been a court. 
The Government has been very liberal to the States. It has per· 
mitted them to be allowed interest, discount, and express charges. 
If we do not follow the decision in the New York case, then a 
precedent will be established, and you will have to reopen the 
whole of the cases that have already been settled, and go along 
and do the same thing with the other States that have to be 
settled with hereafter. 

I make this appeal for the sake of the Treasury. I am not the 
watchdog of the Treasury, but when the watchdog, Mr. CAN· 
NON, is slightly muzzled by embarrassing interests in his own 
State, I know he will let me bark for him if I can. [Laughter.] 
Now, let me tell you the difference in these sums. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of. Tennessee. · What would be the amount 
due under the gentleman's amendment? 

1\fr. SIMS. The amounts for these several States, as shown by 
the bill, are: -

To the State of Indiana, $635,859.20. 
NOTE.-This is the amount found due and allowed by the Comptroller of 

the Treasury under his decision of April14, 1902. 
If this clarm had been settled in accordance with the principles announced · 

by the Court of Claims and followed_by the Auditor for the War Department 
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in the s~ttlement of the claims of the States of M~in~, Pennsylvania. ~ew r Upon the other hand, they have been decided by a court highe;t 
Hampshire, and Rhode Island, already allowed and p~1d under the fi.ndipgs than the Court of Claims They have been decided by the Comp 
of that court, there would be due the State of Indiana from the Uruted . · . . . ' 
States on this claim- troller of the Treasury, whose deCisiOn IS final upon all of these 

audited accounts. And they have been decided by a lawyer whose 
~~~ ~~~t~~~:-~~~~~::::::::=~==~~=::::::::::::~~~:·.:::::::::::: $i~:~:gg honesty and ability have never been questioned. He was anxious 

that Congress should have full information and went to the ex-
Making a total of---------------·---------------··------------~- 287,015.95 tent of calling attention to both audits of all these claims, show-

instead of the amount certified. ing the amount due in case his decision was not accepted, and the 

To the State of Iowa, $456,417.89. _ 
N OTE.-This allowance is based upon the decision of the Comptroller of 

the Treasury dated April14, 1902. 
If this claim had been settled in accordance with the principles announced 

by the Court of Claims and followed by the Auditor for the War Depart
ment in the settlement of the claims of the States of Maine, Pennsylvania, 
New Hampshire, and Rhode Island, ah·eady allowed and paid under the find
ings of that court, there would be due the State of Iowa from the United 
States on this claim $229,699.62 instead of the amount certified. (See House 
Doc. No. 654.) 

To the State of Michigan, $382,167.62. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 

OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., June 9, 19fm. 

I certify that I have ex.amined and settled the claim of the State of Michi
gan for refundment of moneys paid as interest on loans from July 10, 1861, to 
January 1,1870,. and other expenses incurred in procuring funds to suppress 
the rebellion auring 1861-1865, and find that there is due from the United 
States the sum of $382,167.62 for interest and discount allowed by the Comp
troller of the Treasury for the period fron;t July 10,1861, to August 20,1866, 
in the sum of $255,397.76, and an additional amount found due the State by 
this office under the decision of the Comptroller of the Treasury dated May 
28, 100Z1 for interest from August 20, 1866, to January 1,1870, and other ex
penses m the sum of $126,769.86. 

Appropriation: Refunding to States expenses incurred in raising volun
teers. 

To be reported to Congress under section 2 of the deficiency appropria
tion act of July 7, 1884. 

Payable to: The Governor of the State of Michigan, Lansing, Mich., "when 
an appropriation shall have been made." 

I further certify that if this claim had been settled in accordance with the 
principles announced by the Court of. Claims and followed by this office in 
the settlement of the claims of the States of Maine, Pennsylvania, New 
Hampshire, and Rhode Island already allowed and paid under the findings 
of that court, there would be due the State of Michigan for interest and ex-

• penses $130,725.36, and for discount $32,6«.77, making a total of $163,370.13 in
stead of the amount certified. 

F. E. RITTMAN, 
Auditor for the War Department. 

By E. P. SEEDS, 
Deputy Auditor. 

To the State of Ohio, $4.58,559.35. 
This is the amount found due and allowed by the Comptroller of the Treas

ury June 2, 1902. The Comptroller, in his certificate, further states that had 
this claim been settled by him, applying the principles of the decision of the 
Court of Claims in the case of the State of Maine (36 C. Cls. R ., 53), he would 
have found due the State of Ohio the sum of 443,145.24 instead of the 
amount certified. 

calculation in the case of the State of Maine accepted. 
Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman-- . 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 

the gentleman from Tennessee? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I decline to yield, Mr. Chairman. Not · 

one of these matters has been to the Court of Claims. In 1861, 
while the country was in war and could not raise money, it asked 
theN orthern States to raise money and equip the troops and arm 
them and put them in the field. By legislation the United States 
agreed to pay the States back the money they expended. Nearly 
all of the Northern States went to work and raised m.oney, 
equipped the troops, and put .them into the field. Later on, after 
the war was over, the State of Indiana, the State of Michigan, 
State of Iowa, the State of Illinois, and numerous other States, 
the filed their claim for the money they had expended. 

The then Comptroller of the Treasury held that the States 
could only be paid back the principal sum that they borrowed 
and not the interest that they paid on that sum. For instance, 
the State of Indiana borrowed $2,000,000 and bad to pay some 
half million dollars as interest in order to discharge that debt. 
The Comptroller held that the Government could only pay back 
the principal and not the interest. A number of the States were 
turned down by the Comptroller at that time. 

Time passed, and the claims were barred by limitation. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Let me suggest that the Attorney-General 

indorsed the opinion of the Comptroller. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes. Then New York filed a claim, and 

it went to the Comptroller and to the Court of Claims and then 
to the Supreme Court. The Supreme Court held that the Gov
ernment should pay to the States every dollar that they !laid out 
in order to discharge that debt. They virtually said this: "Here 
is a man in distress, and he asks a friend to borrow some money 
for him. The friend borrowed the money and helped him out. 
Later on he goes to him and says: ' Here is the principal you 
borrowed for me.' 'Yes,' he says, 'but hold on; here are four 
years' interest that has accumulated. I had to pay interest on 
this principal.' . 'Oh,' he B!".ys, 'I do not care about interest; 
here is your principal.' '' That was the position that the Comp
troller put the Government in, saying to the States, "We, the 

b~ ;?;is~~~~~{ ~~~~~\~~:!d. due by the Comptroller of the Treas- Government, are going to beat you out of the interest." 
my for discount and interest on loans from July 1, 1861, to July 1, 1867, in his Now, how was it with the State of Indiana? I want the House 
decision of June 4, 1902, and an additional amount of $230,569.01 was found due to understand the exact circumstances of the case. Indiana, at 
by the Auditor for the War Department for interest from July 1,1867, to 
January 1, 1880, under the decisions of the Comptroller of April14, 1902, and the request of the United States Government, during the admin-
June 4, 1902. If this claim had been settled in accordance with the principles istration of our great war governor, Oliver P. Morto;n ,- borrowed 
announced by the Court of Claims and followed by the Auditor for the War 2 000 000 At th t tim · almost as bad dit' 
Department in the settlement of the claims of the States of Maine, PellllSyl- ' ' · a e we were In con IOn 
vania, New Hampshire, and Rhode Island, already allowed and paid under financially as the Government of the United States. Our credit 
the findings of that court, there would be due the State of Illinois for in- was impaired. But upon the urgent recommendation of the Gov
terest and expenses $202,491.81, and for discount $232,605, making a total of ernment we issued bonds to the amount of $2,000,000 and sold 
$435,096.81 instead of the amount certified. them for the best money we could get for them. We had to ac-

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee cept a discount. · · · 
has expired. Many citizens of Indiana bought those bonds. They were 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman from lllinois let me read the issued in denominations of $500, so that patriotic citizens of small 
items of the other two States? means could buy them. They bought them at a discount; but 

Mr. CANNON. There will be no trouble about that. If the when they came back to get their money many of them refused 
gentleman's contention is right, the claim of my State will be cut to accept the discount and accepted the amount they paid; and 
down largely over one-half. in this way there was paid back to the State of Indiana over 

Mr. SIMS. But I want to show the exact figures. $73,000 of the discount. Indiana gave the Government credit for 
Mr. CANNON. I can not in justice to my colleagues yield any every cent saved in this way. We commenced paying off those 

further to the gentleman. bonds just as soon as the State could raise the money, in order 
Mr. SIMS. I will ask, then, that I may add these in the REc- to save the Government every dollar that we could. We only 

ORD, so as to make the statement complete. sold bonds as the money wa~ necessary for use, and we redeemed 
Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly; put it in the RECORD. Now, them. as rapidly as possible. I will atta-ch a complete statement 

Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from In- 1 shoWing when bonds were sold and when l'edeemed. 
diana. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
attention of the Honse long enough to brush away the cobwebs 
which have been thrown around this matter by the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will allow me a ques
tion, I want to ask him what is the reason why the disposition of 
the Court of Claims should not be followed? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, there is absolutely no de
cision of the Court of Claims in these matters, and all this talk 
about the Court of Claims having decided one of these cases is a 
mistake. Not one of them was ever before the Court of Claims. 

Statement of sale of ~,000,(}()() Indiana 6 per cent war-loan bond$. 

Par value bonds sold under the act May 13, 1861. .. ·--------------- $2,000,000.00 . 
Received for $200.?000 bonds (Schedule 1) ... ... ---- -- $1,756,670.66 
Received accruea interest on bonds (Schedule 2)... 8,880.15 

Total received for bonds . . ____ .------- -- -- --- -- $1,765,550.81 
Interest paid on bonds to November 1, 

1861 (Schedule 3)- ------------------------ $7,727.32 
Commission exchange, etc., paid. ... ...... 931.00 

8,658.32 
1,756,892.49 . 

Loss on sale of bonds ... -------------------- •.. ... ------.----- 243.107.51 
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REDEMPTION OF W AR-LO .AN BONDS. 

Amount of bonds redeemed------------------------- $2,000,000.00 
Paid for redemption (schedule 4). --- --- ••••.• •.•.•• 1,926,502.69 

Profit on r edemption . •.•..••••.•• ------ ••..••••.•.•.•.••••.•• ------

Net loss on sale of bonds ....... ------------------------ .. .... ------
Interest pfid by S~~e on b<?n<l;s, May, 1862, to May, 1881 ________ _ 
Expense o ComiDISSlon, prmtmg, etc·---------------------------· 

$73.497.31 

169,610.20 
469,683.72 

1,685.39 

SCHEDULE No. 2--Statement of accrued interest, etc.-Continued. 
1862. 

Aug.14. Accrued interest on $108,500 bonds------------------------· $1,916.76 
Apr. 21. To remainder interest sales Mar.l-10______________________ 21.29 

1861. 
Oct. 29. Interest received on deposit in New York---------------- · 175.07 

Total _____ -------------- .• --··· ____ ••••.• ______ ••.••• ···-· •••••• 8,880.15 

Amount due the State----------------------------- ••••••.•.• 640,979. 31 SCHEDULE No. 3.-Statement of interest, commissions, exchange~ expressage, 
etc., paid on account sale of Indiana war-loan bonds. 

SCHEDULE No.1.-Statementofp1·oceedssale$2,000,000Indianawar-loanbonds. 

Date. Number and priee. P arvalue. ~Y~J. 

1861. 
May28 125 bonds, Nos.1-125, at par------ ••..•. ------- - 125,000 $125,000. 00 
June25 12 bonds,Nos.l26-137,at 87i ------ -------------- 12,000 10,500.00 

25 50 bonds, N os.l38-187,at sst- ------------------- 50,000 44,375.00 
25 50 bonds, N os.188-237;at sst •.•.•• -------------- 50,000 44,250.00 
25 50 bonds, N os.238-287,at 87t------ -------- ---·--- 50,000 43,937.50 
25 25 bonds,Nos.288-312,at 88.---- --- --------- -- -- 25,000 22,000.00 
25 25 bonds,Nos.313-337,at ~- ------ ------------ 25 000 22,250.00 
25 100 bonds, Nos. 338-437,at ....... ...... ------ 1oo:ooo 88,500.00 
25 110 b onds, Nos. 438--547i at 88/1)'- ··; · · ------ .. ...• 110,000 97,790.00 

July~ 90 bondsNNos.54.~97, 801-1840,$500each,at85. 70,000 59,500.00 
9 bonds, os.598-600, 1841-1845,$500 each, at 85. 5,000 4,250.00 

Aug.10 00 bonds, Nos. 651--&30,at 85 . .. .. ........ -------- 00,000 25,500.00 
10 00 bonds, N os. 711)...744,at 8.'). ____________________ 00,000 25,500.00 
10 10 bonds, Nos. 692-702, at 85. __ ...•••..••.. •. .... 10,000 8,500.00 

Aug.12 12 bonds, Nos. 681-692,at 85 . ...•.. ---------- ••.. 12,000 10,200.00 
12 37 bonds, Nos. 755-790 and 1845,at 85 ------ - .... 36,500 31,025.00 
12 57 b onds, Nos. 626-635, 703-714,745-750, 791-815, 

at 85 . _ •... ____ .. ____ ..•.....•.. .•. ____ •... ____ 57,000 48,4.-q).OO 
00 66 bonds,Nos.601-625,636--640,821-856,at 85 .•.•. 66,000 56,100.00 

Sept. 3 10 bondsNNos. 641-650,at 85-- ------------- ~ - ••.• 10,000 8,500.00 
5 5 bonds, os.816-820~t 85------ ------- --------- 5,000 4,250.00 

Oct. 10 9 bonds, Nos.1475-1 i89 at 83 ____ •••.•••••••• ____ 9,000 7,470.00 
12 6 bonds, Nos. 1484-1 , at 83 . ...••.. . .••....... 6,000 4,980.00 
18 12 bonds, Nos. 1485-14.00, at 83------------------ 12,000 9,960.00 
23 1 bond, No.1497, at83 ________ ___________ ___ ____ 1,000 830.00 
26 6 bonds, Nos. H98-1500i at 83.------------------ 6,000 4,980.00 
29 14 bonds, Nos. 1508-152 , at 83------------------ 14,000 11,620.00 

Nov. 5 3 bonds, Nos.1522-1524, at 83------------------- 3,000 2,490.00 
12 4 bonds, Nos. 1504-1507, at 83.-- ---------- •••••• 4,000 3,320.00 

Dec. 2 129 bonds. Nos. 1525-1653, at 85 .•••••• ---------- 129,000 109,650.00 
10 2 bonds,Nos.1769,1770, at 83-------------------- 2,000 1·,660.00 
11 5 bonds,Nos.1761-1765,at 83-------------------- 5,000 4,150.00 
12 54 bonds,Nos.857-910,at 83--------------------- 54,000 44,850.00 

1862. 
Jan. 7 74 bonds, Nos.1776-1789, 1846-1895,at 85 _________ 49,000 41,650.00 

22 59 bonds, Nos. 911-968,1950,at ~- ------------ 58,500 48,593.82 
28 90 bonds. Nos. 969-1058, at 85-{0\. -------- ________ 90,000 77,262.64 

Feb. 1 5 bonds,Nos.1432-H36,at 83 .. .... - - ------------ 5,000 4,150.00 

5 
90 bonds, Nos.1059-1148,at 85No- ---------------- 90,000 77,264.58 
3 bonds, Nos. 1457,1896,1897 at 84- ----------- -- 2,000 1,680.00 

24 4 bonds, Nos.H-'>8-146~ at85 .......... ..•.••.•. 4,000 3,400.00 
2-'i 10 bondsifos.1~,1i3 .1~1469, at83! .••.•.. 10,000 8,333.CO 
26 8 bonds, OS. 1437-H-4.4, at 83 --------- ------···- 8,000 6,640.00 

Mar. 1 12bonds, Nos.1«6--14c56, at~---------- --------- 12,000 9,960.00 
10 5 bonds, Nos. 1149-11~ 1951, at 85-y'!Jh--- -------- 4,500 3, 864.12 
20 90 bonds, Nos. 1B84-1 , 1898-1947, at 85 _. _ •• ___ 65,000 55,250.00 
28 40 bon ds, Nos. 1G54-1693, at 85 . ................. 40,000 34,000.00 

Apr. 1 10bonds, Nos.1424-H31, 1948-1949, at85 ------- 9,000 7,650.00 
3 2 bonds, Nos. 1790-1791, at 85------ ------------- 2,000 1, 700.00 
8 30 bonds, Nos. 1257-1286, at 84 ___ _______ __ ------ 00,000 25,200.00 
9 20 bonds, N os. 1287-1001, 1694-1698, a t 84 ....... 20,000 16, 800.00 

15 10 bonds, Nos. 1699-1708, at 90 ..• •...• ---------- 10,000 9,000.00 
16 5 bonds, Nos. 1709-1713, at 89t ----------------- 5,000 4,475.00 
16 50 bonds, Nos.1714-1758, 1302-1306,at 89t ..• .•••• 50,000 44,625.00 
17 75 bonds, Nos.1307-138l,at 88.--------- -- ------- 75,000 66,000.00 
18 25 bonds, Nos. ll53-1177, at 85 .•.•• ____ ....••.... 25,000 21,250.00 

May 13 3 bondsfos.l178-1180, at 94 ..••......•• __ ___ ___ 3,000 2,820.00 
23 1 bond, o.ll81,at 94 _____________________ _____ _ 1,000 940.00 

June 12 150 bonds, Nos. 1952-2051,1215-1256,1182-1189, 

Aug.14 
at 94f --------- .... __ _ . ---- --- - __ ____ ...... ____ 100,000 94,750.00 

183 bonds, Nos. 1792-1800, 1100-1~14, 2052-2200, 
at 94 ------ . •..•. ----------------------------- - 108,500 103,075.00 

Total • ____ _____ •.••. __ .... ________________ 2, 000, 000 11, 756,670. 66 

SCHEDULE No. 2.-Statement of accrued interest received on sale of Indiana 
wm--loan bonds. 

1861. 
Nov. 5. 

12. 
Dec. 2. 

10. 
11. 

1862. 

. 
Accrued interest on $3,000 bonds------·----······---------
Accrued interest on $4,000 bonds--------------------------
Accrued interest on $129,000 bonds-------------····-------
Accrued interest on $2,000 bonds------------------------- -
Accrued interest on $5,000 bonds-- -------------·····-··----

Jan. 7. Accrued interest on $49,000 bonds--------------····-------
F eb. 1. Accrued interest on $5,000 bonds······----------- ---·------

5. Accrued inter est on $2,000 bonds ______ • ____ •..• ------------
24. Accrued interest on $4,000 bonds---------------------------
25. Accrued interest on ilO,OOO bonds_- ------------------------
26. Accru ed interest on 000 bonds 

Mar. 1. Accrued ~nterest on $12,000 bonds·:::::::::::::::::::: : ::::: 
20. Accrued !nterest on S'65,000 bonds __ ------------------ •....• 
28. Accrued mterest on ~40,000 b-:mds ___ ....•. --------- ..•• ___ _ 

Apr. 1. Accrued interest on $9,000bonds ---------------------------
3. Accrued interest on ~.000 bonds---- ----------------------g. Accrued !nterest on S.'30,0:JO bonds __ .----------- ••...• ------

18: !~i~:~ ~~:~:a~ g~ ~:~~g~~ :::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

$2.46 
8.00 

657.38 
13.33 
3<!.15 

547.73 
72.50 
41.10 
78.00 

189.04 
153.33 
236. 71 

1,485. 21 
962.50 
221.92 
51.32 

785.00 
526.66 
700.69 

Date. 

1861. 
May 28 
July~ 

Aug.10 
10 
10 
12 
12 
12 
00 

Sept. 3 
5 

Oct. 10 
12 
18 
~ 
26 
29 

1862. 
Feb. 1 

26 
Mar. 1 

28 
Apr. 1 

16 

Interest 
paid. 

Interest to Nov.1,186l,on $125.1.~ of bonds .... $3,187.50 
Interest to Nov.1,1861,on $70,wu of bonds ••... 1, 231.23 
Interest to Nov .1, 1861, on ugooo of bonds...... 81. 37 
Interest to N ov.1, 1861, on ,000 of bonds .... _ 404. 40 
Interest to Nov.1,1861, on ,000 of bonds.____ 404.40 
Interest to Nov.1,18§.!Jon $10,000 of bonds..... 131.51 
Interest to Nov.1, 1~1, on $12,000 of bonds.... L'J7.81 
Interest to Nov. 1, 1861, on $36,500 of bonds____ 480.00 
Interest to Nov. 1, 1861, on $57,000 of bonds____ 749.60 
Interest to Nov. 1, 1861, on $66,000 of bonds __ . _ 672. 67 
Interest to Nov. 1, 1861, on $10~ of bonds .. _. 95. 34 
Interest to Nov. 1,1861, on $5,wu of bonds_____ 46.03 
Interest to Nov.1, 1861, on $9,000 of bonds..... 31.00 
Interest to Nov.1, 1861, on $6,000 of bonds_____ 18.74 
Interest to Nov. 1, 1861, on 12~ of bonds____ 25.64 
Interest to Nov.1, 1861, on ~1,wu of bonds..... 1.32 
Interest to Nov.1, 1861, on 6,000of bonds..... 4.15 
Interest to Nov. 1, 1861, on 14,000 of bonds.... 4.61 

Commission on $5,000 of bonds----------------- ---------
Commission on $8,000of bonds-------------------- --- ---
Commission on $12,000 of bonds .... ------------ ---------
Commission on $40,000 of bonds-------------------------
Premium on exchange on $9,000 of bonds ....•• ---------
Commission on ~J.OOO of bonus---- ------ ---- -------------
CoiJliDission on ;r)DV,OOO of bonds ------------ ____ ----------

18 Commission on $25,000 of bonds------ ---------- ----------

Total . ------------------ •••.•• -------------- 7, 727.32 

Exchange, . 
commis
sions, ex
pressage, 

etc. 

8. 75 

135.77 

41..82 

3.75 . 

12.50 
20.00 
30.00 
37.50 
19.64 . 
12.50 

125.00 . 
50.00 

931.00 

SCHEDULE No. 4.-Redemption of Indiana war-loan bonds. 

Date redeemed. 

1861. 

Par 
value. 

Amount 
paid. 

August 9 ---------------------- •••• ------------------------ $488,000 $432,898.16 
December 2 ------------.------ -- -··· ---------------------- 129,000 110,307.38 

1862. 
January 8 .•• •••••••••• ------ • •.••• ---------------- •••••. __ 
August 14.---------- ••.••• ------ _ ----- -----------·-- -- ----

1864. -

i~~tali -~=:::::::::::: ::::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
~~if_:::::::::::::::::=============:==================== June 18 .• ........ ------ ____ -------- .... ... . ------ ..•••.•... ,July 27 __________ .•....... ______ ...• _ •.. •. . .. _____ ___ _____ _ 
August 11 ---- ------ ______ ---------------------------------
September 7 .•.. .• -- --------- - ...... ------------------ ---
September 13 ------- --- .. .........•..... -----------------
September 15---------------------------------------------
Novemb::~r14 ____ ____ ___ _______ ------ ____ .....• ___ ____ __ __ _ 
November 15 .. ... ... __ _____ ____________ _______ .... ____ ___ _ 
N ovember 19 ...... -------- -- ............ ·· · ··- __ ____ ..... . 
November 23 .... ___ _ ••.•••. ... _________ __ _ ------------ .•.• 
November29 .....• --- - -------------- -- ...... --------------
November 00 ..•.••.. __ ...• ____ .. ______ •••••••. ____ •••..... 

1868. 

~€4:~=~=-~~m\.:~~-j_t= --= -~:~~-~~ \\m~\\=j\. \---
1869. 

May •... _----------- _____ ---- - •••..•• ------------------- ---

1870. 
August_----- _____ ••.•• _____ •.•.• __ __ _ ••••• -------- _______ _ 

1871. 

~;e_~~:.:: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

49,000 
108,500 

10,000 
39,000 
5,000 
2,000 

11,000 
10,000 

1g.~ 
18:000 
9,500 

12,000 
55,000 
20,000 
60,000 
10,000 
ro,ooo 

101,000 
117,000 
422,000 
31,000 
8,000 

10,000 

3,000 
2,000 
5,000 
5,000 
2,000 
3,000 

3,000 

25,000 

1,000 
24,000 

42,197.72 
106,609.43 

10,100.00 
38,122.50 
4,912.50 . 
1,965.00 

10,890.00 
10,000.00 
8,000.00 

10,000.00 
18,000.00 
9,500.00 

12,000.00 
55,000.00 
20,000.00 
60,000.00 
10,000.00 
30,000.00 

101,000.00 
117,000.00 
422,000.00 
31,000.00 
8,000.00 

10,000.00 

3,000.00 
2,000.00 
5,000.00 
5,000.00 
2,000.00 
3,000.00 

3,000.00 

25,000.00 

1,000. 00 
24,000.00 
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SCHEDULE No. 4.-Redemption of .Indiana u:ar-loan bonds-Continued. 

Date redeemed. Par Amount 
value. paid. 

1872. 

~~te~bel:23-~~--=====:-::_:~::=~===~=~============= $lg:~ 
1881. 

$10,000.00 
5,000.00 

May 28 -·-····-···----·-·--·----------------------------- 139,000 139,000.00 

TotaL ______________ ----·-·---------------------- 2,000,000 1,926,502.69 

Interest payments on Indiana war-loan bonds. 

Total .... _--·----·-------------··--····---------------------- ..•... 469, 683.72 

In August, 1861, we commenced paying these bonds, and by 
November 30, 1862, we had redeemed over 1,000,000 of those 
bonds. Up to that time the Government had not paid Indiana 
one cent on the debt. 

Now, all that the State of Indiana or the State of lllinois or 
Ohio or any of these States asks is that the Government shall pay 
back to them just the amount in dollars and cents that they paid 
out, without one cent of interest. 

:Mr. COWHERD I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
there is not this distinction: That under the decisions rendered 
by the Court of Claims in the Pennsylvania and Maine cases, fol
lowing the decision in the case of New York, the Government 
was allowed to credit its partial payments on the indebtedne s, 
but in the appropriations you make here you charge interest for 
the entire time, notwithstanding the Government had paid a. part 
of the indebtedness. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly that is not the case. fu the 
Maine case there were a · number of partial payments, but as I 
have shown, in the Indiana case we had actually paid off nearly 
all the debt before the Government ever paid us a dollar, so that 
in this case there is no question of partial payments at all. There 
is no such a question in the Ohio case, and that question arises 
only to a limited extent in the Illinois case. 

When the Government made its last payment to the State of 
Indiana a limited number of the bonds of the State were unpaid. 
The State could not call in those bonds at once. And will it be 
contended that the State should be beaten out of the interest be
cau e the State could not call in her bonds? Why, sir, only re
cently, during the present Administration, the Government of the 
United States has been buying its own bonds and paying a 
premium upon them. Do you want to say that because the State 
of Indiana or any other State could not get the people who held 
her bonds to give them up at once you are going to beat the State 
out of the interest which they had to pay? 

Now, for thirty-three years, in the caseof the State of Indiana, 
the Government has been owing the State $635,000. There is no 
question of partial payments involved. Yet for that long time 
Indiana has been borrowing money and paying interest on it 
when she could have discharged $635,000 of her debt if the Gov
ernment had paid her back-not any interest on the money she 
had paid out but the bare dollars and cents she paid out for the 
pm'Pose of equiJ?ping troops and for the interest on the bonds 

that she paid. Not one State in this case is asking for a cent of 
interest. 

Mr. GILLETTof Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow 
me a question? He has explained this matter to me very satisfac
torily except on one point, and that is whether the Government 
has paid interest after the time when the principal was paid. 

J\Ir. HEMENWAY. Only as I have stated, to a very limited 
extent. It so happens that in the Maine case a number of partial 
payments were made. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. CANNON. I ·will yield the gentleman another minute. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I simply want to answer the question. 

In the Maine case there were some partial payments made, but, 
as I have stated, in the Indiana case that · consideration does not 
apply at all~ nor in the Ohio case. It applies only to a limited ex
tent in the illinois and other cases. But in any event would you 
refuse to pay interest when the State could not take in her bonds? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. But if she has been getting 
inte1·est on the Government money should she not make a rebate? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Then, I ask thtl gentleman, should not 
the Government pay us interest on the 635,000 that she has owed 
ns for years? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. We are not asking that, and we have said 

that it wiped out over and over again any question of partial pay
ments. I simply ask this House to be fair with the State. We 
are here at this late day, and why? Because it took special legis
lation to get this matter up, and that special legislation we only 
secured at this session, and it is only paying back to the States 
money that she advanced in order to help the Government in a 
time of distress. 

[Here the hammer fell.] · _ 
Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, very briefly I want to 

enlarge a little bit on what the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
liEMENw .A. Y] has said. I have the act of Congress that was passed 
in 1861 before me. It is as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasru-y be, and is hereby- dh·ected out of any 
money in the Treasury to pay to the governor of any State, or hu duly au
thorized agents, the costs, charges, and expenses properly incurr d by such 
States for enrolling, subsisting, cwthing, supplying, and transporting its 
troops employed in aiding to suppress the insurrections, * * * to be set
tled upon by vouchers, etc. 

Now, then, "the act of 1862 is substantially the same, but covers 
transactions before the act of 1861 was passed. Now, bear with 
me a minute. The State of Indiana under that law borrowed· 
2,000,000 in 1861-62, on twenty years' time at 6 per cent inter

est, sold the bonds at 15 per cent discount and besides some other 
expenses. Indiana has paid those bonds, principal and interest; 
paid them in 1868, or 1869, or 1870. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. She had $80,000 paid in 1868. 
Mr. CANNON. Very.well . . She has paid them all, principal 

and interest. Now, then, the Comptroller of the Treasury, away 
back years ago, said to Indiana," You shall have your two mil
lions, you shall have the net amount of money that you got on 
your two millions of bonds, but you must lose the discount, and 
notwithstanding you paid twenty years' interest, more or less, 
you shall not have your interest." Now, the same thing was said 
to the State of New York in a similar case. New York went to 
law and finally went to the Supreme Court, and the Supreme 
Court said by its solemn judgment as follows: 
of 11: ~£afe.the United States had borrowed the money through the agency 

That is, the United States constituted the States its agents to 
borrow money. It follows that every cent such States were com
pelled to pay out on account of loans should be reimbursed to 
them by thell- principal, the United States, without any deduction 
or rebate whatsoever. 

Now, then, the interest on the twenty-year bonds was not in
terest. It is principal, and all the decision does and all this 
700,000 does is to have the United States paybackto Indiana the 

balance of the $2,000,000 and the interest up to the time the bonds 
were paid, none of them being paid after maturity. That was 
over twenty-five years ago, and the United States has owed In
diana $700,000 under the law as laid down by the Supreme Court, 
and in justice, and owed it for ove1· a quarter of a centw·y, and 
not one cent does this appropriation give Indiana for that inter
est for over a quarter of a century. It only makes Indiana whole 
on the bonds and the interest that she absolutely paid out, as I 
say, over a quarter of a century ago. Indiana is the loser. She 
is out the interest upon that amount for over twenty-five years. 
I say again that not one cent of interest do we propose to pay by 
this appropriation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois a question. If the Comptroller in deciding this case and 
certifying this amount to the Appropriations Committee did not 
state and does not now state that if he had followed the decision 
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of the Court of Claims construing the New York case that the 
amount would be less than appropriated? 

Mr. CANNON. No; what he said was this-.-
Mr. HEMENWAY. He said he followed the New York 

case. . 
Mr. CANNON. Followed the New York case. What next 

happened? Congrees come in and legislated last February that 
we should follow the audit of the Court of Claims-for the State 
of Maine? No. The audit of the Com·t of Claims for the State 
of Maine said where the United States paid money to the State of 
Maine, although her bonds were not due, that the State of Maine 
should take it and apply it on her bonds as if they were due. 
Now, that is the Court of Claims audit. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. She got the benefit of that in the Treas
ury. 

Mr. CANNON. With that audit what happened? This Con
gress, this session 6f Congress, directs that all these claims of 
States shall be reopened and settled according to what? The 
New York case decided by the Supreme Court. There is the de
cision, there is the legislation, and here is the audit, and still that 
does not give Indiana or Illinois or Ohio or Michigan one cent of 
interest on the amount that they paid and to which they were 
entitled under the decision of the Supreme Court twenty-five 
years ago. Now, with that statement I want to say that in my 
judgment the decision of the Supreme Court was right, and this 
audit is right under that decision and under the express direction 
of this Congress at this session. !tis rightinGod'schancery, it 
is right in man's chancery, and I ask fora vote upon the amend
ment. [Applause.] 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
M1·. CANNON. If my time has not expired, I shall be glad to 

do so. 
Mr. COWHERD. I want to know if it is not a fact that after 

the New York case was decided, and in accordance with the 
principles of law there laid down, the Court of Claims passed 
upon the Pennsylvania and New Hampshire and Maine cases? 

Mr. CANNON. On the contrary, they did not, in accordance 
with the decision. 

Mr. COWHERD. Well, they did in accordance with their 
idea of the decision. 

Mr. CANNON. And they did not adjudicate anything. They 
only audited. 

Mr. COWHERD. Did they not distinctly refer to the decision 
and quote it? 

Mr. CANNON. It was directly in the teeth of the decision, 
and for that reason Congress steps in and says," We will pay this 
according to the New York case," which was the Supreme Court 
case, in the terms which I read here this afternoon. 

Mr. COWHERD. I should like to ask the gentleman further 
if this decision of the Comptroller is not an appeal from an ad
verse decision of the Auditor, following the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, the Comptroller is always the last man 
to pass on an Auditor's account, and he reverses the Auditor three 
times a week on an average, I shollld think, and maybe more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is it proposed to vote on these four para
graphs in gross? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Srns]. If there be no 
objection the Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. SIMS. There are fom· amendments. 
Mr. CANN.ON. The first one settles them all in principle. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows; 
Amend in lines 13, 1A and 15, by striking out $630,869.00 and inserting 

$287,015.95. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment was 1·ejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read~ 
The Clerk read down to line 6 on page 72. 
Mr. BINGH.Alt! (who had been standing during the rea-ding). 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 

an amendment which the Clerk will report. 
Mr. SIMS. I offered four amendments, and only one ha-s been 

voted on. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. It was agreed to vote on one and take that 

as a decision of the whole. · 
Mr. SIMS. That is perfectly satisfactory. I did not under

stand it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 

offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BINGHAM. My amendment is to come in after line 24 
on page 71. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Too late, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I rose for the purpose of claiming recogni-

tion, and the Clerk went on. . 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman was standing, but the Chair 

did not understand for what purpose. 
Mr. CANNON. I think you had better go back and let the 

amendment be offered. 
The CHAIRJ'viAN. Under the statement of the gentleman~ the 

Chair will recognize him for the purpose of offering his amend
ment. The Chair saw the gentleman standing. The Clerk will 
report the amendment. · 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert after line 24, page 71: · 
"Provided, That the like claims of the States of Pennsylvania, :Maine, New 

Hampshire, Rhode Island, or other States for expenses incurred in raising 
volunteers fm• the war of the rebellion shall be reopened and reaudited and 
allowed by the Auditot· of the War Department in a-ccordance with the 
methods of intereSt calculations adopted by the Comptroller of the Treasury 
in the settlement of the claims of the States of Indiana, illinois, Ohio, Iow~1 and Michigan, and the S'lid Auditor is directed to reopen the claims of au 
States not so audited and allow the same accm·ding to the method adopted 
by the Comptroller of the Treasury in the settlements heretofore referred 
to, notwithstanding the fact that· any such St-ate or States have accepted 
payments on items heretofore allowed them by any Auditor." 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I reserve the point of order, Mr. Chair
man. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. There can be no debate upon this amend

ment. By order of the committee debate is exhausted upon this 
paragraph and all amendments. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then I ask unanimous consent for five min
utes. 

Mr. CANNON. I think that ought to be granted. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 

unanimous consent that he be allowed to speak for five minutes. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to suggest to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that we should dispose first of the pending amend
ments offered by. the gentleman from Tennessee. 

:Mr. HEMENWAY. They are all disposed of. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr . . Chairman, I presume that, if nec

essary, five minutes will be allowed on this side, and so I do not ob
ject. 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN

DERWOOD] reserves the point of order against the amendment 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania is recognized for five min: 
utes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman,of course Idonotknowwhat 
the gentleman's point of order is; but I believe the amendment 
which I have sent to the Clerk's desk is germane to the paragraph 
just passed under the heading for refunding to States expenses 
incurred in raising voluntee1·s, because of its relation to the sub-
ject under consideration. · 

This committee within the past five minutes has established, in 
the sum total allowed for the five States of Iowa, Michigan In
diana, illinois, and Ohio, a certain finding and adjustment of 
accounts on a basis determined upon by the Comptroller of the 
Treasury. 

Y-ou ha:ve adopted it, and I simply come in and ask that there 
may be an extension of that act of this committee. , 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understood the gentlemen on that side 
contended that they were only being settled with now on the 
same basis that you have been settled with. 

. Mr. BING:S:AM. ,I am assuming that they are settled upon a 
different ba-siS as to mterest allowances. The claim of Pennsyl
vania was determined by the Court of Claims in the exact amount 
allowed in the urgent deficiency bill, approved February 14, 1902. 
Under the authority of said deficiency bill the Comptroller of the 
Treasury has determined the claims of the States included in the 
pending bill, and this committee has approved his findings and 
mterest allowances upon a basis of calculation that will give the 
State of Pennsylvania a larger allowance than was given in the 
urgent deficiency bill of February 14, 1902. 

This increa-sed allowance will also run to the benefit of other 
States whose accounts are considered as settled under the Dock
ery law of 1894. A claim once settled can not be reopened unless 
b~ act of Congress. Therefore by your vote in committee five 
mmutes ago yon approve a settlement of these five States in the 
adjustment of interest allowances under the ruling of the Comp
troller of the Treasury a larger allowance than other States whose 
claims are alleged to have been settled, and exclude us from re
opening the same because the Dockery law runs. 

Permit me to submit that the States that loaned the money to 
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the Goverm:nent during the war are entitled to be settled all upon 
exactly the same basis; and whatever the ruling of the Comp
troller is, anQ. you have approved it, I claim that the States in
cluded in the deficiency bill on February last and other States 
settled with prior to that time have the right to have their cases 
reopened and readjusted on the rulings of the Comptroller ac
cepted by this committee in the claims of States included in this 
bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania allow me? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Is it perfectly clear that the 

gentleman is right in that statement? Because, if he is, I agree 
with him that his amendment ought to prevail. because the States 
ought to be settled with exactly alike and on the same basis. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is what I claim and all that I claim. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understood the gentleman 

from Indiana a few moments ago to say that the claims were not 
alike, and that the adjustment now for the State of Indiana and 
these other States was exactly alike and followed 'the settlement 
in the case of the State of New York. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The State of Pennsylvania is not different 
from the case of Indiana. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I stated thatthesettlementintheindiana 
case and these cases now being settled was exactly like the settle
ment in the New York case. 
. Mr. RICIL.J\RDSON of Tennessee. Then why is there any ne

cessity for the amendment offered by the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The Court of Claims did not follow the 
New York decision in the settlement of the claims of Maine, Penn
syl~ania, New HampRhire, and some of the other States. They 
absolutely refused. If any intelligent man will read that deci
sion and read the New York decision he can see that they did 
not follow H. · 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the State of Pennsyl
vania get anything under the amendment offered by the gentle
man from P ennsylvania if it is adopted? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes. . 
:Mr. RICIL..<\.RDSON of Tennessee. Why, if the settlement is 

to be the .same along the same line? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. It will not be along the same line. 

. 1.fr. UNDERWOOD rose. 
· The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from 

Ala ba.ma rise? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have a point of order pending, Mr. 

Chairman. · 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama reserved 

the point of order. Does he make it? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do; I make the point of order, and I 

desire to discuss it. I suppose there is no questio~ about the 
point of order being well taken. I wish to state my reasons for 
insisting on it now. It seems that a little while ago it was con
tended to the House that we were only paying these claims by 
these various States according to the decision of the court. The 
Court of Claims decided the New Hampshire case and the Penn
sylvania case was paid according to that decision, and the Court 
of Claims decided these cases, construing the New York case: 
That is the reason we contended a few minutes ago that this 
amendment should not be passed. · 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, in the New York case the 
Court of Claims decided one way and the State of New York ap
pealed, and the Supreme Court reversed the Court of Claims. 
That was in the original litigation. Now, then, the Pennsylvania 
and these other cases went to the Court of Claims after having 
been reversed by the Supreme Court decision, not on the proposi
tion laid down in that case. 

Mr. MANN. They had lawyers, had they not? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. The State of Pennsylvania as well as 

Illinois wants to have the case settled. · 
Mr. COWHERD. In response to the gentleman from Indiana 

that the Court of Claims did not follow the ,New York case, I 
want to I'ead for his information: 

In the leading case of the United States v. The State of New York (160 
U.S. Reports, p . 98) the Supreme Court laid down and established certain 
principles which are applicable to this case and to those of the other States 
and which control and determine the rights and liabilities of the parties. 

The gentleman says that they proceeded to follow it out accord
ing to their own idea. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then the gentleman from 
Indiana must be wrong. 

Mr. COWHERD. There is a difference of opinion between the 
Court of Claims and the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I did not hear the statement of the gen
tleman. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is no question but what the New 

York case wa-s decided, and the Pennsylvania case was considered 
in the Court of Claims subject to the New York case, and there 
the amount fixed, and their lawyers, failing to take an appeal, ac
cepted it; that it was within the terms of the New York case. 
And, now, when these cases were referred to the W~r Depart
ment, the Auditor of the War Department said that under that 
decision of the Supreme Court in theN ew York case, in the P enn
sylvania case they should receive less than was appropriated here. 
It was not until it came to the Comptroller that he added this ad
ditional amount. 

Now, I do not think there· is any doubt that the Comptroller 
went beyond the New York case and beyond the Conrt of Claims. 
I am going to insist upon my point of order. I will say to the 
gentleman that in this case the Senate of the United States may 
put this appropriation back where it ought to be, and if it does, 
then Pennsylvania ought to have nothing mor~; but if the Senate 
refuses; if it is attempted by Pennsylvania to get any more--

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. One moment. If the Senate refuses 

then I would be willing to pay Pennsylvania nothing. But I say 
nothing more should be given than the courts have decided they 
are entitled to. I insist on the point of order. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. UNDERWOOD] makes a point of order against the amend
ment proposed by my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. BING
HAM]. I am not sure that he stated his point of order; but if so, 
I was unable to hear it, owing to confusion in the Hall . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That it is new legislation. 
Mr. OLMSTED. By voting down the amendment offered by 

the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. SIMS], this House, or rather 
the Committee of the Whole, has already indicated its intention 
to allow these items for the States of Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, 
Ohio, and llliriois. · · 

The amendment simply provides that the accounts of the States 
of Pennsylvania·, Maine, New Hampshire, and Rhode Island shall 
be adjusted upon the same basis. Whatever parliamentary tech
nicality may be urged against the amendment, in this place and 
at this time, it is manifestly ungenerous and unfair to put the 
four States name<l in the ·amendment upon any different basis 
from that enjoyed by the States named in the bill. 

I do not understand · that there is any great dispute as to the 
law of the matter. In the case of the United States against the 
State of New York · (160 U. S. Reports, 598), :Mr. Justice 
Harlan. delivering the unanimous opinion of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, said, com_mencing on page 621: 

We can· not doubt that the interest paid by the State on its bonds, issued 
to raise money for the purposes expressed by Congress, constituted a part of 
the costs, charges, and expenses properly incurred by it for tho e objects. 
Such interest, when paid, became a principal sum, as between the State and 
the United States-that is, became part of the aggregate sum properly paid 
by the State for the United States. The principal and interest so paid con
stitutes a debt from the United States to the State. It is as if th United 
States had itself bmTowed the money through the agency of the State. 

This appropriation bill, as it now stands, provides for the pay
ment of the claims of the five States upon precisely that basis. 
We ask that Pennsylvania, Maine, New Hampshire, and Rhode 
Island shall be similarly treated. The Comptroller of the 
Treasury, in his. opinion in the Indiana case, says that ·the Court 
of Claims was led into error in the Maine case " by adopting 
the calculation of an accountant, who no doubt is a good account
ant, whose figures are no doubt correct, but .who has not shown 
himself possessed of either a legal or an equitable mind., The 
same observation applies to the Pennsylvania case. 

As will appear from Senate Document No. 321, page 29, the ad
justment was made " by allowing the State interest from the 
dates of the several loans made by it to raise money 'necessary to 
organize and equip troops, for which the United States promised 
indemnity by the act of 1861 up to the date or dates when the 
Government recognized the claims, deducting therefrom the 
amount of direct tax chargeable against said State as of the 
date due and chargeable, to wit, June 30, 1862. 

I call attention particularly to the phrase "np to the date or 
dates when the Government recognized the claims for the money 
so advanced., There wa-s apparently a computation of interest 
upon the amount advanced by the State up to that time. The 
decision of the Supreme Court, however, in the New York case 
is to the effect that the interest paid by a State upon a loan made 
for the use of the General Government is, as between the State 
and the Federal Government, to be treated not as interest but as 
principal, and all the interest that the State had to pay is to be 
thus treated as principal. The State of Pennsylvania issued 
bonds payable in ten years, with interest payable semiannually. 
All the interest that the State had to pay during all those ten 
yea.rs was, as between the State and the United States, to be 
treated as principal. 

But in the Pennsylvania case and also in the Maine case the 
computation was made by ascertaing how much the State had 
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borrowed for the General Government, then computing interest 
on that "up to the date or dates when the Government recog
nized the claims for the money so advanced." The proper way, 
under the decision of the Supreme Court, was to ascertain the 
entire amount expended by Pennsylvania, including not only the 
principal of the bonds but the full ten years' interest thereon, and 
treating this aggregate as the principal debt owed to the State by 
the United States. -

From that amount there was properly deductible the direct tax 
chargeable against the State of Pennsylvania as of June 30, 1862. 
That is the method of computation approved by the Comptroller 
of the Treasury and applied to the cases of Indiana, Iowa, Michi
gan, Ohio, and illinois in ascertaining the amounts which are 
appropriated to those States in this bill. That is simple justice 
as between the United States and the State of Pennsylvania, and 
between Pennsylvania and the five States named. The same 
principle applies also to Maine, New Hampshire, and Rhode 
Island. Pennsylvania borrowed this money at a lower rate of 
interest than the Federal Government was paying. . 

In order to sell the bonds she put in a clause exempting them 
from all State and local taxation. They were mostly taken by 
our own citizens, so that the State lost for ten years or more the 
taxation of that much capital otherwise taxable within her 
hbrders. For that we · make no claim. We ask only to be put 
upon the same footing as other States, whose response to the call 
of . the Government was no more prompt and whose citizens no 
more patriotic than our own. I trust that the gentleman will, as 
a matter of common fairness, withdraw his point of- order and 
allow this amendment to be considered upon its merits. 

The CHAIRMAN. This provision is clearly a legislative pro-
vision, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For miscellaneous expenses, United States courts, $134.10. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert after line 21, page 75, the following: 
"For payment to J ohn C. White for salary as charge d'affaires ad interim 

at Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, from December 23, 1878, to June 30,1880, $2,030.63." 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I make the point of order on that. 
Mr. BOUTELL. I ask the gentleman from Georgia to reserve 

his point of order long enough for me to ask unanimous consent 
to insert in favor of this amendment a letter from the Secretary 
of State, showing on what this claim is ba-sed. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly. . 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 

insert a letter which he has indicated. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The letter is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF ST.ATE, 

Washington, Febntary 19, 1900. 
Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 

25th ultimo in which you request my views in r eference to the bill (H . R. 
1453) for the r elief of John C. White on account of services r endered the 
Government of the United States as charge d'affaires ad interim at Rio de 
Janeiro, Brazil, froni December 23, 1878, to March 2'7,1879, and from Aprilll, 
1880, to June 30, 1880, inclusive. 

The records of the Department of State show that Mr. White was ap
pointed secretary of the legation of the United States at Rio de Janeiro, 
Brazil, on June 28, 1878, and tendered his resignation of the office on August 8, 
1883, and that betw een those dates, in the absen ce of a minister. he acted as 
charge d 'affaires ad interim during the periods mentioned in the bill, viz, 
from December 23, 1878, to March 27, 1879, inclusive, and from April 11,1880, 
to June 30, 1880 inclusive. . 

Previous to July 1, 1!!78, and subsequent to June 30, 1880, the law allowed 
and does now allow compensation to charges d'affaires ad interim at the rate 
of 50 per cent of the amount of the minister's salary. But the act of Con
gress, approved June 4, 1878, making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, contained the fol
lowing : 

"That h ereafter charges d'affaires ad interim shall receive no additional 
pay beyond that which the law provides for the regular offices which they 
bold in their r espective legations" (vol. 20, Stat. L ., p. 92), and omit ted, as 
did th e corresponding act of the following year , approv ed January 27, 1879, 
any appr opriation for such additional compensation. 

Consequently, for the periods stated Mr. White r eceived no compensation 
other than t hat which the law allowed for his office of secr etary of legat ion, 
which, deducted from the amounts b e would have received as charge d'affaires 
ad interim, bad the service been. p erformed previous to July 1, 1878, or sub 
sequent to June 30,1880, m a kes his claim stand as follows: 
By salary as charge d 'affaires ad interim from December 

23, 1878, to March 27, 1879, inclusive . _______ - --·------------ $1,565. 74 
To salary as secr etary of legation from December 23,1878, 

to March 27, 1879 ____ -------------- _ -------------- - ------ ____ 469.73 
---$1,096.01 

By salary as charge d'affaires ad interim from Aprilll, 
1880, to June 30, 1880, inclusive ________________ ------------- 1,335.17 

TJ=:~ f:SO~~~~~~e~:-~~~~~~-~ _:~~~-~~~~~-~:::_~_'-~ 400.55 
934. 62 

Total amount to which Mr. White is entitled if allowance be 
made for services as charge d'affaires ad interim for periods 
stated __________ --------------------- - --- - -------------- --------- 2,030. 63 

Mr. White's is but one of a number of similar claims which my predeces
sor, the Ron. James G. Blaine, recommended to the favorable consideration 
of Congress on February 18, 1890 (see House Ex. Doc. No. 225, Fifty-first 

Congress, first session). It appear~~,. however, that Mr. White's claim for 
services from December 23.. 187M, to .oo.arcb 27, 1879, was omitted from the ac
counts of claims accompanying that recommendation. This omission was 
doubtless unintentional, for, as alread~ stated., the records of the Depart
ment show that be was auring that perwd charge d'affaires ad interim. 

In connection with the general subject, I have the honor to call lour at
tention to the provision made in the general deficiency act approve March 
3, 1899 (Stat. L., vol. 30, p.1214), for the payment of the like claim of Wickham 
Hoffman. 

In view of the precedent established in his case, and the fact that the 
claims all stand on the same footing and are equally just and meritorious, 
the De\artmen tis of opinion that they should all receive the same treat ment. 

I ave the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, JOHN HAY. . 

Hon. H. S. BOUTELL, 
Committee on Claims, Bouse of Representatives. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. COWHERD. Mr_ Chairman, I usk unanimous consent to 

return to page 20 for the purpose of offering an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani

mous consent to return to page 20 for the purpose of offering an 
amendment. Is there objection? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Reserving the right to object, I would 
like to know what the amendment is. 

Mr. COWHERD. The amendment I wish to offer is, on page 
20, where it treats of telegmph and telephone service. I want to 
regulate the price of telephones in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not object. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the 

Clerk wijl report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That from and after the approval of this measure it shall be unlawful for 

any person or company doing a telephone business in the District of Colum
bia to charge or receive for telephone service in excess of the rates followin.g, 
that is to say: For measured service, a cents a message when the subscriber's 
telephone is upon a separate line ana 2 cents a m essage when there are two 
or more telephones on the same line; for unmeasured or for flat-rate service 
over a metallic circuit, $50 per annum when there is but one telephone 
on a line; $40 per annum for each telephone, there being not more than 
two on a line; and $30 per annum for each telephone, there being two or 
more on a line, such cliar~e in each case to include use of suitable tele
phone with necessary eqmpments and the cost of maintaining the same 
m good condition for service: P rovided, That nothing herein contained shall 
be construed to apply to the rates to be charged for long-distance mes....<:a.ges
that is, messages to or from points bevond the District of Columbia-or for 
the use of telephones on private lines,' or any service which has for its pur
pose communication_ between telephones not connected with a telephone ex
change: .And_pmvidedfu rther, That for the use of extra equipments, such as 
supplemental or desk telephones, telephone booths, or the like, fm'nisbed to 
any customer in addition to a suitable telephone and its necessary equipment, 
an ext ra and reasonable charge may be made therefor: .And provided f u r
ther , That where service shall be furnished to any point distant more than 
2 miles from any telephone exchange of such person or corporation furnishing 

~-!~~ s:~~ l:e~xft;: ~~i:"~:lfm~II~ru r:;;g:88ng~ s~ch2c:ife~ per cent of the 

Mr. MANN (before the reading of the amendment w.as con
cluded). Mr. Chairman, that amendment has been read far 
enough to indicate its purpose. I make the point of order that it 
is not germane and that it changes existing law. -

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. CANNON. I move that thecommitteenowriseandreport 

the bill with the amendments to the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. _SHERMAN reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under consid
eration the bill (H. R. 15108) making appropriations to supply de
ficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1902, and for prior years, and for other purposes, and had directed 
him to report the same back with amendments and with the 
recommendation that t.he amendments be adopted and the bill as 
amended be passed. -

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend
ment? [A pause.] If not, the Chair will submit the amendments 
in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the sanie: 

H. R. 14411. An act to regulate commutation for good conduct 
for United States prisoners. · 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 
· S. 640. An act to extend the provisions, limitations, and bene
fits of an act entitled "An act granting pensions to the survivors 
of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black 
Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole 
war," approved July 27, 1892; 

• 
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S. 5924. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin Young; 
S. 5748. An act granting an increa-se of :pension to Thomas D. 

Utter; 
S. 5741. An act granting a pension to Martha E. Kendrick; 
S. 5650. An act granting- an :increase- of pension to William R. 

Raymond; 
S. 5424. An act granting an increase of pension to Cynthia J. 

Shattuck; 
S. 5402. An act granting, an increase of pension to Hiram H. 

Thomas; 
S. 5302. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 

Everitt; 
S. 59 63.. An act granting a pension t.o Fannie Frost; 
S. 5227". An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 

Whitty; 
S. 5206. An. act granting an increase of pension to John M: 

Wheeler; 
S. 5141. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Bar-

rett; 
S. 5140. An act granting an increase of pension to Dudley Cary; 
S. 5080. An act granting a pension to. Hester A. Farnsworth; 
S. 5065. An act granting a pension to .Temima McClnre; 
S. 5007. An act granting an increase of pension to James Ir

vine; 
S. 6021~ An act granting an increase of pension to Esther D. 

Haslam; 
S. 1205. An act granting a pension to Isabella H. Irish, 
S. 1458. An act gTanting an increase of pension to Linda W. 

Slaughter; · 
S. 2653. An act g.rallting an increase of pension. to Joshua 

W eaver; 
S. 4934. An act gTanting an increase of pension to Francis M. 

McAdams; 
S. 4912. An act granting an increase of pension to Maggie L. 

Reaves; 
s~ 4783. Anactgranting an. increaseof pension. to MaryBreck

ons; 
S. 476~ An.actgranting an increaseofpensionto Queen Esther 

Grimes; 
S. 4710. An act granting a pension. to Anna May Hogan;. 
S. 4709. An act granting a :pension. to Kelson W. Wade; 
S. 4.509. An act granting an increase of pension· to Rol>ert 

Lemon; . 
S. 4300. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann Comins; 
S. 4.190r An act granting a pension to Fredereka Seymore; 
S. 4183. An act granting an increase of pension to Oceana B. 

Irwin; . · 
S. 4064. An act granting an increase of pension. to Betsey 

Gum:m..; 
S. 3292. An act granting a.n incr(3ase of pension. to Henry Loor 

R eger; 
S. 3552. An act granting a pension to John A. Reilley; 
S. 3997. An act granting an. increase of pension to Otis A~ 

Barlow; 
S. 2769~ An act to fix tha fees of United States- marshals in the 

Indian Tenitory, and for other purposes; 
S. 604Q An act granting an increase- ot pension to John W. 

Craine; 
S. 7. An act granting an inm:ease of pension toW. H. Thomas; 
S. 1132. An act granting an. increase of. pension to RrShe1·man 

Langworthy; 
S. 896. An act granting an increase of pension to James E. Me

Nair; 
S. 5466. An act granting an increase of. :pension to Edgar T. 

Chamberlin; 
S. 332. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa A.. 

Crosby; 
S. 2375. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

Redinger; · 
S. 2289. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

S. Harrowe1·; 
S. 1184. An act granting a pension to Ma~ Florence von Stein

wehr: 
8. 2265. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Kelley; . . 
S. 2051. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 

Tryon; . 
S. 2050. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward N. 

Goff; 
I S. 2048. An. act granting an increase of pension to Lewis G. 
I Latour; 

S. 1981. An act granting an increase of pension to. Thomas 
r Kannah; and · 
r S. 1980. An act granting an increase of pension to William D. 
1 Stiles. 

LEAVE OF .A..BSE..~CE. 
By unanimous consent) leave of absence was g1·anted as follows: 
To Mr. CASSEL, for six days,. on a-ccount of important business~ 
To Ml·. WEEKS, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. JoY, for two weeks, on account of important business~ 
To Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, for five days, on account of sick-

ness in his family. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave to withdraw papers was granted 
in the following ca-ses, no adver e report having been made: 

To Mr. ACHESON of Pe-nnsylvania, in the case of Joseph. Ben
nett, Fifty-sixth Congress. 

To Mr. WILEY, papers in relation to the bill (H. R. 1044) to 
donate to the State of Alabama. the spars of the captured battle 
ships San Juan D' Austria and Almi.ran.te Oquendo. 

RECESS. 
The SPEAKER. The ChaiJ.~desires to announce that the gen

tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] will preside at the 
session of the House this evening. 

Mr. CANNON. I move thatthe House take a recess until8 
o'clock.. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 2() 
minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 8 o clock p. m. 

EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, tha House at 8o'clockp. m. resumed 

its session, Mr. DALZELL in. the- chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session this 
evening, pursuant to a;. special order, for the consideration of 
bills reported £I:om the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW INDIANS. 

The pending business wa-s the bill (H. R. 1317.2) to ratify and 
confirm an agreement with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribe of 
Indians~ and for other purposes-. 

The pending question was upon an amendment offered by Mr. 
WILLIAMS of Mississippi to an amendment of-1\Ir. CURTIS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In connection with my amend
ment, I merely wish to say that I submitted it to all the members 
of the committee who were upon the floor, and there is no objec
tion to it. I think it ought to pass. 

The question being taken, the amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. McRAE. I now move to amend the amendment as amended 
by inserting between the word" Indian" and" wlio" the words. 
''and the descendants of any person who received a patent of 
land under the said fourteenth article of the said treaty of 1800." 

The amendment of Mr. McRAE was read by the Clerk. 
Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, when. the treaty between the United 

States and the Choctaws- of September 27 ~ 1830, known as tne
'-'treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek," was made there were many 
of the- citizens of that tribe who were desirous to remain and be
come citizens of the States and were unwilling to leave their old 
home and move to the Indian country. On that account and to 
satisfy them the fourteenth article of said treaty, which is as fol 
lows, was inserted: 

ARTICLE XIV. Each Choctaw head of a family being desirous. to remain 
and become a citizen of the States shall be perirutted to- do so, by signifying 
his intention. to the agent within six months ·fl·om the ratification of this 
treaty, and he or sh.e shall thereupon be- entitled to a reservation of one sec
tion of 640 ooreS' of land, to be bounded b-y sectional lines of survey~ in like 
manner shall be entitled to one-half that quantity for each unmarried child 
which is living with him overlO yellli'S of age; and a quarter section to such. 
child as may be under-10 years of age1 to adjoin the location af the parent. 
If they reside upon said lands, intending to become citizens of States for fi.v~ 
yeaTS after the ratifica-tion of thi!> treaty; in that case a grant in fee simple 
shall issue-; said reservation shan include the present improvexnent of th 
head of the family, or a portion of it. Persons who claim under this article
shall not lose the privilege of a Choctaw citizen, but if they ever remove are 
not entitled to any portion o~ the Choctaw annuity. 

It is known. that many Choctaws remained in and have become 
citizens of the States, as they had the right to do unde::r this treaty,. 
anef by so doing did not ''lose the privileges of a Choctaw citizen.'' 
The right of all such in the lands of the tribe was just as secnre 
as if they had removed with the tribe. But if theyever remo-ve, 
says the treaty, they "are not antitled to any portion of the
Choctaw annuity." In every othe-r respect they have and should 
have the same rights as other members of the tri~e if they do 
move. 

The Government- Indian agent, Colonel Ward, failed to make a. 
correct list of. the Choctaws who sought to avail themselves of the 
fourteenth a1·ticle of the said treaty, and it is admitted that what 
is known as the " Ward register " shows only a small part of the 
applicants who within six months actually signified their inten
tion of remaining in, the States. 

Congress., by the act approved March .3, 1837 (5 Stat., p. 180), 
authorized the appointment of a commission to adjust the claims 
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to reservations of lands under said fourteenth article of said 
treaty. And by the act approved August 23, 1842 {5 Stat., 513), 
another commission was appointed to adjust and provide for the 
satisfaction of claims under said treaty. 

The evident purpose of both of these acts of Congress was to 
try to do substantial justice to the Choctaws who remained in the 
States by seeming their prope1-ty rights in the " States " under 
the fourteenth article of said treaty, and also preserving their 
rights in the common inheritance in the Choctaw Nation, should 
they or their descendants desil·e at any time to move there. Some 
of the applicants before Colonel Ward received patents for then· 
lands and some did not. 

The descendants of Samuel Cobb, oneofthosewho got a patent, 
reside in my district, and they are among our best citizens. _They 
believe that they have ·the legal and the just right to share in the 
Choctaw lands, and they have expressed a desire to move there 
and assume the burdens and enjoy the privileges of Choctaw citi
zens. They have applied to the Commission to be identified as 
Mississippi Choctaws under e.x:isting law, and have submitted 
what appears to be incontrovertible proof that they are the de
scendants of a Choctaw who received a patent to lands under the 
said treaty. 

Upon this proof I insist that they should be identified wit~_::_±, 
regard to the quantity of Indian blood in their veins. There is 
no question but that they have Indian blood, but they are not full 
bloods. The treaty of 1830 made no distinction between the full 
and mixed bloods, and we shQuld be careful in our effoTts to help 
the full blood not to hurt the mixed blood. 

I agree to the idea that all full-bloods should be identified, for 
I think the fact that they are now full-bloods should be accepted 
as proof that their ancestors were also Choctaws. But I also in
sist that where the records of the General Land Office show that 
a certain Choctaw citizen received a pat-ent to lands under the 
treaty of 1830 this record should also be received as proof that the 
party who so received it was a Choctaw and that his or her de
scendants, upon pToof that they are such descendants, should be 
identified and allowed to make settlement with the view of receiv
ing allotments. 

The reason for the ru1e in one case is just as fair as in the other 
and the record is more likely to impart verity. There was no pur~ 
pose on the part of the United States to preserve the pure Choctaw 
blood. The question of intennaniage with the whites was not 
dealt with by Congress, It was left with the tribal government 
so far as those who moved West were concerned. The Choctaw 
laws not orily pel'Initted but encouraged intermarriage with 
whites. 

.lu3 to those who remained in the States, the State laws con
trolled, and none of them prohibited intermarriage. If then 
Mississippi Choctaws had the right to remain in the Stat~s •. and 
had the right to intermany with the whites; why should the 
mixed-blood descendants .not have all the rights of the full-blood? 

Judge Clayton, in the Horne case, decided this very point in 
the following language: 

That all Mississippi Choctaws and their descendants were entitled upon 
their removal to the Choctaw Nation, to all the privileges of a Chocta~ citi
zen, except to the right to participate in their. annuities. This right of citi
zenship being conferred by the treaty, .no law afterwards enacted by the 
CP,.oc~w council can deprive them of ~t right because it would be in con
flict w~th the treaty which confers that right to them and their descendants 
without reference to the quantity of Indian blood. If they are descendant~ 
of Choctaw ancestors, it is sufficient. (Ibid., 118.) 

Congress, up to this time, has followed the rule laid down by 
Judge Clayton, and has carefu1ly guarded the rights of the Missis
sippi Choctaws, and I hope nothing will now be done to impair 
such rights. 

The treaty of 1866 had -the following provision in it: 
. ART. 18. The notice re9.uired in iJ?.e above article sl?All.be given, not only 
m the Choctaw and Chickasaw natiolll', but by publication in newspapers 
printed in the States of .Mississippi and Tennessee, Louisiana, Texas Arkan
sa.st and _Afabama, to the end that su~ Choctaws. and Chickasaws a8 yet re
mam outside of -the Choctaw and C'hickasaw nations may be informed and 
have OJ?portunity to exercise the lights hereby given to resident Choctaws 
and Chickasaws. 

_PI"Ovided, That bef~re any such absent Choctaw or9hickasaw shall be per
mitted to sel_ect for him _or herself, or othe?S, as h!Jremafter provided. he or 
she shall satisfy the register of the land office of hlS or her intention or the 
intention of the party for whom the selection is to be made to become bona 
fide 1·esident in the said nation within five years from -the 'time of selection; 
and should the said absentee fail to remove into said nation and occupy and 
commence an improvement on the land selected within the time aforesaid, 
the selection shall be canceled, and the land shall thereafter be discharged 
from all claim on account thereof. 

The act of June 28, 1898, provides that-
Said commission shall have autho1·ity to determine the identity of Choctaw 

Indians claimin~ rights in the Choctaw lands under article 14 of the treaty 
betwe>:ln the United States and the Choct.'l.wNation, concluded September~ 
1830, and to that end they may administer oaths, examine witne es, and-per~ 
form all other acts necessary thereto, and make report to the Secretary of 
the Interior. (Fourth paragraph, sec. 21, act of Congress approved-June 28 
1898.) ' 

"The act ofMay31, 1900, preserves theinighttomake settlement 
until the approval of the final rolls by the Secretary. 

That any Mississippi Choctaw~ dulY. identified as such by the United States 
Commission to the Five Civilizea Tnbes, shall have the right at a;ny time 
prior to the approval of the final rolls of the Ohoctaws and Chickasaws by 
the Secretary of the Interior, to make settlement within the Choctaw-Chick
asaw country, and on proof of the fact of bona fide settlement may be en
rolled by the said United States Commission and by the Secretary of the 
Interior aiil Choctaws entitled to allotment: Provided ftwthe:r, That all con
tracts or ag1·eements looking to the sale or incumbrance in any way of the 
lands to be allotted to said Mississippi Ohoctaws shall be null and void. (In
dian appropriation act, approved May 31,1900.) 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I hope the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE] will not be adopted. 
The amendment offered by me is offered for the reason it will 
assist a lot of full-blood Indians who under no cn·cumstances can 
establisb their tights under aTticle 14: of that treaty. Any person 
who is in possession of a patent can sm·ely establish his rights 
under the treaty. By the amendment no presumption is Taised 
against the claimants mentioned by the gentleman from Arkansas. 
If they have the patent and can show that it was given to their 
ancestors, they will have no trouble in establishing their rights 
before the Dawes Commission. 
~Ir. McRAE. In answer to that, Mr. Speaker, I could with 

equal force say to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS] that 
those who are full blood, if they can prove that fact, will have 
no trouble; but that is the im:portant question with them. You 
ask for them what I concede is right and proper as a concession 
for the full blood. Now, I tell you that by the treaty of 1830 there 
is no distinction between full blood and mixed blood. 

Mr. CURTIS. That is true. 
Mr. McRAE. Those who were upon the roll in 1830, when the 

treaty was made, and who took lands under it, and they could 
not have gotten lands under that treaty without being on the 
rolls. It seems to me not unreasonable to ask the Government to 
accept the presumption fairly implied by its own records and to 
relieve these people of any further trouble. The committee has 
invoked this rule for fu11-blood people who have equitable and 
just claims, as 1 believe, and I make no objection to it as to them, 
but these other peop1e of mixed blood, if you please, whose an
cestors got patents, shou1d be treated in the same way, aud I 
shall insist that they shall be protected. 

I am informed that only 7 out of 2,000 who have been admit
ted by the Commission have ever been able to show patents, and 
yet I speak for a family, I say, in my own distlict, whose applica
tions have been filed though never passed upon, and if we are 
going to make a rule of evidence for one class of people I want to 
do what I can to see that the rights of my constituents are pro
tected, and I only ask far them what you do for the others. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, there is one 
point that the gentleman from Arkansas, I think, has overlooked . 
That is, that there is no doubt about a fu11-blood Choctaw being 
a Choctaw. It is self-evident from looking at him. The com
mittee are ~fraid, if you open the door, that there are a large 
number of white people pretending now to be Choctaws or the 
descendants of Choctaws who will make claims. Wherever they 
can do what the gentleman refers to there is no doubt of their 
right under the law as it ifi now. 

Under this very measure now •pending, if they can show that 
their ancestors received patents, show that they are the descend
ants of the Choctaws, who had received J)atents in 1830, then 
they are all right under this agreement; but this })resumption 
was given ·by the amendment of the committee for the purpose 
of helping out those who were self-eviaently Choctaws-Choctaws 
in blood, speaking the Choctaw language-who are a very ignor
ant and illiterate people, and who can not prove anything about 
then· grandfathers or their great-great-grandfathers. 

Mr. CURTIS. And in many cases the grandfathers did not 
take out patents. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. !n many cases the grand
fathers did not take out patents and yet they are there. And by 
the way, they have retained their ra-cial purity to a greater ex
tent than the Choctaws in the Choctaw territory itself. The 
great overwhelming maj01ity of them are full-blood Choctaws. 
I ~h~k ~he distinction bet~een the two cases, and especially the 
diStinctwn of danger and nsk to the Treasury, is very patent. 

Mr. McRAE. But, Mr. Speake1·, when the gentleman con
cedes that all the descendants of those who received patents 
ought to be admitted, he concedes all that I ask. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mis issippi. I do not cc.mcede that. 
Mr. McRAE. I will join you in any effort to keep off from the 

Indian rolls every man who is not entitled to be there, but when 
claimants can make this proof by our own records, there ought 
to be no objection to it. It, in effect, says tnose who can prove 
by patents that their -ancestors took lands under the trea-ty are 
entitled to the presumption that they are Choctaws. There are 
but few of them not on the rolls. 

l.Ir. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There are a ·great many, I 
will state to the gentleman, who are making claims. 

Mr. McRAE. But they can not prove that their ancestors got 
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patents. The attorney for the Choctaws tells me that out of 2,000 
cases acted upon by the Commission only 7 have shown that their 
ancestors took patents. Now, when the records show who took 
patents, that should settle it. They do not show all, perhaps, 
who were entitled to them, but there is no presumption against 
those; it is only in favor of those who did. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does your amendment simply 
involve those who can show that their ancestors took patents? 

Mr. McRAE. Only those who can show that their ancestors 
took patents; and it seems to me that common fairness to both 
sides ought to make this amendment agreeable to everybody. 
The Indians ought to be willing to accept it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, let us have the amendment re
ported again. Perhaps we misunderstood it. 

Mr. McRAE. That is all there is in it. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the amend-

m ent will be again reported. 
The amendment was again read. 
Mr. CURTIS. I withdraw my ·objection to the amendment. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I misunderstood the intend-

ment of the amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing 

to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
McRAE] to the amendment offered bY. the gentleman from Kan
sas [Mr. CURTIS]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McRAE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer one other amend

ment which makes that complete, right at the end of the amend
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
also offers the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Add to the amendmen t the following words: 
" Or who is not the descendant of a p erson who received a patent to land 

under the said treaty." 
Mr. McRAE. It is the same thing, except to round out the last 

part of it. 
Mr. LACEY. How would that then read? 

'The Clerk read as follows: 
So that it will r ead: . 
"And shall not b e invoked by or operate to the advantage of any applicant 

who is not of the full blood, or who is not the descendant of a person who 
received a patent to land under the said treaty." 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is all right. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
McRAE] to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kan
sas [Mr. CURTIS]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS] 
as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, on page 39, line 4, after the words 

"nineteen hundred, " I move to strike out all down to and includ
ing the word" agreement," in line 14. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oklahoma 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 4, _page 39, strike out, after the figures "1900," all of the proviso 

down to and including the word •·agreement," in line 14. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out in line 6, on page 6, after the word "under," the following 

word, " that," and insert in lieu thereof the word "this." . 
The SPEAKER pro tem~re. Without objection, the amend

m ent will be agreed to. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to with

draw the committee amendment on page 6, in line 19, that I send 
up to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 6, line 1!!, strike out the following words, "after thirty days' notice 

by the Commission, then ." 
The SPEAKER p1·o tempore. The gentleman from Kansas 

asks unanimous consent to withdraw the committee amendment 
just reported. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. CURTIS. I offer the following amendment, Mr. Speaker. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert in line 9, page 7, after the word "Nation," the following: "as pro-

Tided by the terms of this agreement. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CURTIS. I offer the following amendment, Mr. Speaker. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 19, page 9, change the word "allottees" to "allottee." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the amend
ment will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to with

draw the committee amendment on page 35. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Disagree to committee a m endment on page 35, line 6, which is to strike 

out the words " m ember of the Choctaw or Chickasaw Nations " and insert· 
the word "persons." 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CURTIS. I offer the following amendment, Mr. Speaker. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
St rike out in line 14, page 39, all a fter the word "agreement" down to and 

including the word " tribes," on page 40, line 13. 

Mr. CURTIS. I will state, Mr. Speaker, for the benefit of the 
House, that we strike it out for the reason that a bill passed last 
night covered the same subject. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That has already gone out on the motion 
of the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. CURTIS. The motion of the gentleman from Oklahoma 
did not cover that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas 
moves to amend the committee amendment, as the Clerk has al
ready reported. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the commit-

tee amendment as amended. 
The amendment as amended was agt·eed to. 
Mr. CURTIS. I move the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out, in line 7, on pa~e 50, the words "ten days" and insert in lieu 

thereof the following words: ' ninety days." · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker,! desire to ask unanimous consent 

to withdraw the committee amendment on line 21, page 5 of the 
bill, and before it is submitted to the Honse I desire to state that 
this provision provided for the sale of the surplus lands of the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw nations. I desire to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] to it, as I believe it 
was he who offered the amendment, providing that no sale shall 
be made to any one person of more of this land than 160 acres. 

What I want to say, and as I am advised, is that the lands that 
will be surplus lands in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations when 
the allotments shall have been made are mountain lands in the 
southeast corner of the Territory. As I understand, there are 
proba"Qly 50 miles square in the Kiamishee Mountains. I do not 
suppose there are 160 acres of agricultural land that could be had 
together on it. As I understand and believe, and as it is rep
resented to me, if they are restricted to the sale of 160-acre le>ts, 
it is practically a denial of sale. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will ask the gentleman. if you 
are not going to put some reference in restriction to the sale? 
Might they not sell a hundred thousand acres of this land, which 
would be valuable for the timber? 

Mr. LITTLE. I suppose that would be a good idea, because it 
is simply an immense mountain tract. It would make a splendid 
game preserve, and we have heard a great deal about that here 
lately. I have been on these mountains to some extent, and have 
some personal knowledge about them. The fact is, I do not see 
how we can make a limit and make any fair sale. If there is 
any mineral in the land, I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will yon object to 640 acres, then? 
Mr. LITTLE. I will not object; but if the facts are as I un- . 

derstand them, while that will not be as objectionable as 160 
acres , if we want to sell the land it is as a large body that the 
best salo can be made, and it will be left to the discretion of the 
Secretary. I ask to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have no objection to that. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amend

ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert, after the word " until," page 5, " not to exceed 160 acres t o any one 

purchaser ." 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the r equest 

of the gentleman from Arkansas? [After a pause.] T .::te Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. CURTIS. Now, Mr. Speaker, the question is on the com
mittee amendment that has-not been acted upon. I ask that they 
be submitted in gross. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By unanimous consent, the com
mittee amendments will be submitted in gross. Is there objec
tion? [After a pause.l The Chair hears none. 

The question was taken, and the committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the en
grossment an.d third reading of the bill.· 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 

was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the motion to reconsider the 

last vote was laid on the table. 
ALLOTME.l~TS OF LANDS IN UMA.TIL~A RESERVATION, OREG. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (H. R . 
9501) to provide for the sale of the unsold portion of Umatilla In
dian Reservation. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That all the lands of the Umatilla Indian Reservation 

not included within the new boundaries of the reservation and not allotted 
or required for allotment to the Indians, and which could not be sold at the 
public sale of said lands heretofore held at the price for which they had been 
appraised, and upon the conditions provided in an act entitled "An act pro
viding for allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians residing upon the 
Umatilla Res9rvation, in the State of Oregon, and granting patents therefor, 
and for other purposes," shall be sold at private sale by the register of the 
land office in the district within which they are situated, at not less than the 
appraised value thereof, and in conformity with the provisions of said act, 
except that each purchaser of said lands shall be entitled to purchase one 
section or any subdivision thereof of untimbered lands, and 160 acres of any 
subdivision thereof of timbered land, and no more; and that residence or 
actual occupation by the purchaser of the lands purchased shall not be re
quired. 

The following committee amendments were read: 
In line 6, on page 1, strike out the first word "could" and insert the word 

"were," and in the sameLne strikeouttheword '·be" after the word "not." 
In line 1 of page 2 strik'3 out all of the bill after the word "act," and insert 

the following in lieu thereof: 
"Provided, That any bona fide settler upon any of said lands who is the 

owner of substantial improvements thereon, and who has so settled and im
proved any subdivision of said lands, with the intent of permanently resid
ing on the same as a homestead, shall have a preference right to buy the 
lands so settled upon by him at any time within ninety days after the pas
~?age of this act, upon making satisfactory proof in the local land office as to 
settlement, intent, and improvements." _ 

The report (by Mr. MooDY of Oregon) was read, as follows: 
• The Comm_ittee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

9501) to proVIde for the sale of the unsold portion of the Umatilla Indian 
Reservation, having had the same under consideration, beg leave to report it 
back to the House with the recommendation that, with certain amendments 
the bill do pass. ' 

The amendments referred to are as follows: 
In line 6, on page 1, strike out the first word "could" and insert the word 

"wer~," and in the sam_e line strikeout the word "be" after the word ''not.'' 
In line 1 of J;lage 2 str.ke out all of the bill after the word "act," and insert 

the following m lieu thereof: 
"Provided, That any bona fide settler upon any of said lands who is the 

owner of substantial improvements thereo~ and who has so settled and im
proved any subdivision of said lands, with the intent of permanently resid
m~ on the same as a homestead, shall have a preference right to buy the 
lands so settled upon by him at any time within ninety days after the pas
sage of this act, upon making satisfactory proof in the local land office as to 

set,}~~£N}·a~!:!il~~~ :iJY1~~~~;~~~~ws: . 
"A bill to provide for the sale of the unsold portion of the Umatilla Indian 

Reservation. , 
. "Be it. enacted, e~c.,_ That all the Ian~ of the Umatilla Indian Reserva

tion not rncluded Within the new boundanes of the reservation and not allot
ted or required for allotment to the Indians, and which were not sold at the 
public sale of said lands heretofore held at the price for which they had been 
appraised, and upon the conditions provided in an act entitled 'An act pro
viding for allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians residing upon the 
Umatilla Reservation, in the State of Oregon, and granting patents therefor 
an<;l for other purposes,' shall be sold at private sale by the register of the 
land offic~ in the district within ~hich they_ are ~ituated, at not less than 
the appraiSed value thereof, and rn conformity With the provisions of said 
act: Provided,, That any bona fide settler upon any of said lands who is the 
owner of substantial improvements thereon, and who has so settled and im
proved any subdivision of said lands, with the intent of permanently resid
rng on the same as a homestead, shall have a preference right to buy the 
lands so settled upon by him at any time within ninety days after the pas
sage of this act, upon making satisfactory proof in the local land office as to 
settlement, intent, and improvements." 

Under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1885 (£3 Stat. L., 340) certain 
lands which formed a portion of the Umatilla Indian ReservatioZ:: in the 
State of Qregon, and improvements existin&" on certain tracts ther~n were 
sold at auction, in accordance with the proVISions and limitations of s..'l.id act 
and the amendment thereto by the act of June 29, 1888 (25 Stat. L., 239). In 
the act it was provided that none of the lands should be sold at less than the 
appraised value thereof, the appraisement of the same being provided for 
in said act. The total number of acres appraised and offered for sale was 
~~5.4.6, of which but &3,252.68 acres went under the hammer thus leaving 
93 ~.78 acres unsold, and which are unsold to this date. ' 

There was no .PI:ovision in the act of 1885 th_a t per~tted of the disposal of 
the lands remammg unsold after the public auction, which was held in 
April, 1891. Vari?US rea;rons conspired ~o prevent bidders from buying the 
lands at the public auction, some of which do not now exist. The unsold 
lands are chi~fiy mountainous, being grazing and timbered lands with a 
small proportion of goed farming lands, much of which, it is belie~ed can 
now be sold at the appraised valuation, which ranges from $1.25 to~ per 
acre. 

Since the reservation was diminished and the sale provided for as afore
said many persons have settled upon the unsold portions and have been 
farming them. Neither the Indians, who are entitled to the _proceeds from 
the sale of tl?-e Ian~, ;nor the G?vernment, in which the title 1S held subject 
to the trust, 1s reCeiVlllg anything for the lands or their use. By the sale of 
the landS as provided for in this bill a large quantity of very valuable land 
would be added to the taxable property of Umatilla County, Oreg. and per-
manent homes would "t?e.provided for a large population. ' 

Under present conditions the occupants of the land can claim no benefit 
from the county in the way of roads, nor can they secure protection from 
the State in the quiet-occupanc¥ of said land, and the Government can not 
be looked to for relief in any direction. The effect of the sale provided for 
by the bill would be to quiet titles and to give the bona fide settler the full 
protection of the law in securing a home· for himself and those who come 
after him, and would put an end to disputes and controversies over title and 

X XX.V--441 

occupancy, which now have no forum to which they ma.y be taken and there 
settled. 

The amendment to the bill is designed to fully J;>r otect any bona fide set
tler who in good faith has gone upon the3e lands With the intent to secure a. 
homestead and who desires to purchase the amount of land allowed to a sin
gle purchaser under the original act. Those who have baen working por
tions of the land for the past years and have put improvements upon the 
land occupied by them should not be disJ;>ossessed without an opportunity to 
first come as a purchaser within the limitations of the law. 

It will also be noted that the bill fully protects the ri~hts of the Indians 
by referring to and being limited by the terms of the or1ginal act as to the 
valuation at which the land shall be sold and the terms of purchase by the 
private sale herein provided for. 

A letter from the honorable Secretary of the Interior and one from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office are appended hereto and made a. 
part of this report. The bill has been drawn to conform with the sugges-
tions of the honorable Secretary. . 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND GFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., May ~4. 190~. 

Sm: Referring to your personal request of the 22d instant, I have the 
honor to advise you that: 

The whole number of acres of the Umatilla Indian Reservation lands in 
Oregon was 126,335.46 and the totJ.l appraised value thereof was $240,624.21. 

The number of acres sold at the offering in 1891 was 33,252.68 and the total 
cash receipts therefor was$220,414.73. 

The number of acres remainin~ unsold, including about 11 acres granted 
to the Oregon Railway and Navigation Companr, by the act of October 17, 
1898 (25 Stat. L., 559), and for right of way for a ditch or canal granted to the 
Umatilla Irrigation Company by act of February 10, 1891 (26 Stat. L., 745}, is 
93,082.78, and the appraised value thereof is $120,560.07. The appraised price 
of the unsold lands ranges from $1.25 to $25 per acre, or an average price of 
about $1.00 per acre.· -

Very respectfully, 

Hon. MALCOLM A. MOODY, 
BINGER HERMANN, Commissioner. 

House of Rept·esentatives, United States. 

DEP .A.RTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, May 16, 1900 . 

Sm: Under date of the 6th ultimo you referred to this Department for 
report thereon for the information of your committee Sena-te bill 2210 en
titled "A bill to provide for the sale of the unsold portion of the Umatilla 
Indian Reservation." H. R. 8197, having a similar title and identical in terms 
has also been referred to this Department by the Committee on Indian AffairS 
of the House of Representatives for report, and I have the honor in reply to 
said reference to submit the following: . · 

Sections 2 anq 3 of the act of March 3, 1885 <2:! Stat. L., 340), as ame~ded by 
the twelfth sectiOn of the act of June 29, 1888 (25 Stat. L., 239), authoriZed the · 
sale of a portion of the Umatilla Indian Reservation lands, and also the im
provements existing on certain tracts thereof, at the appraised value. 

In accordance with the law and the instructions approved March 6, 1891 the 
lands in question were offered for sale in April, 1891, at the agency on ~id 
reservation in Umatilla County, Oreg., to the highest bidder at not less than 
the appraised value, and in no case at less than $1.25 per acre. 

The total number of acres appraised was 126,335.46. 
The total number of acres sold was &3,252.68. 
The total number of acres unsold- is 93,081.78. - · . 
The act of 1885, supra, does not appear to contain any specific provisions 

as to the manner of disposing of the lands of said reservation which remained 
unsold for w:a;nt of purchase~'S at ~e public ~le hel4 in April, 1891. 

The proVIsiOns of these bills bemg at varmnce With those of the original 
a~ under which the former sale of a portion of these lands was made, and 
bemg also a_departure from the usual policy of Cong1·ess in disposing of un
allotted Indian lands, and no reason appearmg for such variance or change I 
referred the matter to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs on the 20th ultmi.o 
and directed him to. cause an investigation to be made through the agent in 
charge of the Umatilla Agency at Pendleton, Oreg., as per instructions in my 
letter of the 2)th ultimo (copy herewith). 

I am now in receipt of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
dated the 12th instant, inclosing the report of the agent at Pendleton copie~ 
of each of which I inclose herewith. ' 

From the report of the agent it would appear that these lands can now be 
readily sold in quarter, half, or section tracts; that bv selling in half or quar
ter sections more actual settlers, doubtless, would be benefited; that many 
of the lands are valuable for agriculture and can be resided on, as is eVI
denced by the fact that they are now largely occupied by squatters. 

It would seem, therefore, that good reason exists for departing from the 
terms and conditions prescribed in the original P..C~ of .March 3, 18~5 (23 Stat. 
L., 340), and I have therefore to recommend that m lieu of the pending bill 
the following be substituted and enacted into law. 

"Be it enacted, etc., That all the lands of the Umatilla Indian Reservation 
not included within the new boundaries of the reservation and not allotted 
~r required ~or allotment to the Indians and which were not sold at tnepub
hc ~le of said lands heret<?f?re held "!'t th~ price for which they_ had been ap- . 
praiSed, and upon the conditlOns proVIded m an act entitled' An act providing 
for a.llotD?-en~ of lands in severalty to the Indians residing upon the Umatilla 
ReservatiOn m the State of Oregon. and granting patents therefor and for 
other pm·poses,' shall be sold at private sale by the register of the ~nd office 
in the district within which they are situated, at not less than the appraised 
value thereof, and in conformity with the provisions of said act." 

Very respectfully, 

Hon. J. M. THURSTON, 
E. A. IDTCHCOCK, Secretm-y. 

Chainnan Committee on Indian .Affairs, United States Senate. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask why they do not 
sell the land at public sale? 

. Mr. S~RM~N. I was abo:ut to say that the original act pro
VIded for Its bemg sold at auctiOn, and not one-half of it has ever 
been sold. The act made no provision how it was to be sold, un
less it was taken in that way, and this bill provides that it shall 
be sold at the appraised value and the money to go into the Treas
ury for the benefit of the Indians. 

Mr. MADDOX. Could it not be sold at public sale? 
Mr. SHERMAN. One-quar ter of it has been sold and the rest 

never has been sold. The original act onl~ provided for sale at 
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public anetion.. This· is to provide that the balance can be. seld :would not raise an objection, would he, and especially; where he 
at the appraised value. · has lived on the land for such a length of time? 

The amendments were agreed to. Mr. CANNON. lwould not want to discriminate againstany-
T'Ile bill was· ordened to be engrossed and reada. thlrrn time, waS: body unjustly, and still I do not want to encourage the establish-

read the third! time·, and passed. ment of shadowy claims. 
On motion of Mr~ SHERMAN r the motion. to rec:ODSider the last Mr. RODEY. Mr. Speaker, 11mow an about this claim, and 

vote was laid on the table. it is absolutely- just and right. 
ALLOTMENT OF! LANDS, ETC., OF THE LAC COUR.TE OREILLE RESER- Mr. CANNON "Very we~~ I ~HI take the word: Of two gen-

VATION, WIS. · tlemen that know all about .It. I d~d not. . . . . 
11.r- SHER1"'· AN M . S· _ ,_ . I all H billi0698 . Mr .. LAqEY. I have an m1press10n tha1l we passed this bill m 
..U:U:· . l.tl..tl. • I. pe~er '· now c up ouae . ' the Fifty-sixth Coug1·ess. 

proVIding for allotn:-ents of Ian~ m. se~ralty to the-I:tdnm~ from Mr. SMI'lfBi of Arizona. We· did. 
the· Lac Courte Oreille ~eservation rn tJie. State of WISConsm. Mrr LACEY.' Did it fail in the Senate?' 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Yes • 
. Be i t enacted, etc. _SECTION 1. That with the consen~ of the Chi~pe~a. In- Mr· LACEY I was under the impression that it became a. law 

dia.ns of La.ka Superior, located on. the Lae Courte Ore1He- Reservation m the t t"" ~. tim" ' 
State of Wiscon.sm, to be obtained in such manner as the Secretary of the In- a J.J..GW e.. 
terior may direct, the President may a.llot to each Indian now livmg andre- Mr. MORRELL. I should like ta have some information in 
siding-on: said reservation and entitle~ to-so reside , and: who ha not hereto- regard to this Iand-grabbinu bill. 
fore r ece1ved an allotment not exceeding SO ac res of land, such allotm.ent;a. to · l::> will · th I.e f 
be subject in an r espects except a.s to the age and condition of the allottee, Mr. SMITH of AriZona..- I giVe e gent man rom Penn-
tothepl·ovisions of ~h~ t~~articleof thetreatywiththe~Chippewas of Lake sylvania the informati.on he asks: for as. to "this land-grabbing. 
Superwr and the- MissisSippi, concluded September 00, 1854. bill." There was a gentleman who·1twenty years- ago, or lDnger, 

The following report (by Mr. BRoWN) was read: settled on a desert place in the Territory of Arizona. He-
The Committee- on Indian Affairs to. whom was referred the· bill (H. R. "grabbed" some land about the size of a small homestead. Long 

10698) provi_ding for a.llo~e11:t of l~in severalty t? tli.e Indians of the L~c years afterwards, and when he had invested his all in what he had 
Courte O~llle Reservation, m the Stat-e of ~nsm, beg-l~ve to subnnt '' '""abbed,'' the Government extended an Indian reservation over 
the followmg report, and reoomm.end that sa1d b1ll do pass. With the follow- h.o•' I 
ing amendments: IS p ace. 

FIT:st: That the title of the billpe amended so as tor~ad as follows: "A bill Mr. RODEY. By proclamation: of the President. 
pro"fiding for allotment of lands msev_eralty tothelndianso~ theL.acCom·te Mr SMITH of Arizona. Yes·. by nroelamation of the Presi-
Oreille and Lac du Flambeau reservations, m the State of W1SCO:nsiJ1. 11 

• • • ' • .1:' •• 

Second. That the third line on page_1 be amended by inserting the words dent. This man had es-tablished h1s store there and was hVIng 
:: Sec~on one 11 bef9re the word "That; 11 ~ that it ~ read as follows: in peace and moderate comfort. Now, the Department says that 
_se~~1on 1. That With the consent of the Chippewa Indians of Lake Supe- that man ought not to be turned out of that land, which he 

r10.fhil~r·section 2; That the provisions of section 1 of this act shall also, "grabbed" before the Indians ever had a sign of a claim to it. 
under _same terms and_ conditions, apply to the Chippe~a. Indians of La~e This is the only case of the kind in Arizona. The Department 
Su:P~rwr located on the Lac du Flambeau Reservation, m the State of Ww- says that this was a. just " grab " on the part of thig man. Let 
coTlrls is a bill providing that, with the consent of the Chippewa. India.ns of m-e sa:y to my friendJ from Pennsylvania that l would not try to 
Lake_SuJ>e!iorl.located on the_La.c Qourte Oreille and Lac.du Flambeau ~es- ''·~b ''land from the Government or from any individual. I 
erva~o~, m tn.~ State of _WISConsm, tli~e may be allotted to each Indian am acquainted with the facts in. this case and I know it to be 
now livmg on said reservations not exceeding 80 acres of land. _ . . . _ ' . 

According to the 1900 report of the Indian agent in charge. there are 11154 JUSt. The bill IS recommended by the InteriOl' Department. 
Indians on. the .Lac Courte Oreille Reservation-702_allotments, covermg M-r. MORRELL. If the Govern.menthas taken frem this man 
49,040-acres, leaVI~g 20,090acres unallotted; andaccor~ to the same report. what J"uatly belonged to him then he has a claim against the 
there. are 795 Indians on the Lac du Flambeau Reservation.....-458 allotments, ' 
covering 36,248 acres, leaving 33,655 acres.unallotted. Government. 
. The passage of th~ bill is reco~e11:ded: by the t;rnited states Jndia.n agent :Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The Government has not taken it from 
m charge of the ~dians, the CollllD..lSSloner of Indum Affairs, and the secre- him. he-is still on the land But he wants his title secured to hi.rii 
tru:y of the Interwr. • · • . . • 

A similar bill, :Providing for allotments to tlie Chippewa. Indians of the Mr. MORRELL. 'l'hat should not dispossess the Indians of 
Bad River Reservation, Wis., was approved by the President on Febl!uary their right. 
11,1901 ~31 Stat:·• 766). . _ Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It does not do so, because the Indians 

The comnnttee amendments were agreed to. . . never had a right there.-
The bill was 9r~ed to be engrossed and read a third. time, Mr. MORRELL. If the Government has done what it had no 

was read the third time, and pass~~ . . . . right to do, then this man's claim lies. against the Government 
'l'he SPEAKER pro- tempore. Without obJection,, the title will and not against the Indians. He has:, as I understand, been 

be ~en<;led. . . · placed in possession of this land under a law of the Government. 
There rs no obJection. Mr SMITH of Arizona My friend does not understand the 
On motio~ of Mr. SHERMAN, the motion to reconsider_ the last relati'on--- • · 

vote waS} laid OilJ the table. Mr. MORRELL.. 1 do- understand. 
N..A.V.AJO INDIAN RESERVATION', ARIZ'. 

M"r. SHERMAN. :Mr. Speaker, I new call up the bill (H. R. 
13875) authorizing the adjustment-of rights of settl.e.rs, an the 
Navajo Indian Reservation, Territory of Arizona. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That all lands claimed by actual settlel'lf or persons to 

whom valid rights attach, who settled upon• or occupied-any, par.tr of the pub
lic lands of the United States prior-to the date of the Executive order of Jan
uary 6, 1880, extending- the bOundaries- or. the Navajo Indian· Reservation, in 
the Territory of Arizona, and which were included in said EXecutive order, 
are h er eby excepted from the operations theroof, and said settlers-are hereby 
granted authority to establish their rjght&and secu'l'e patents for any of said 
llllllds to which they li.a.ve a. valid title- under the public-land laws of the 
United States. 

lli. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, let us· understand about this. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will yield to the gentleman from Arizona 

[Mr. SMITHl. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I want to- say that this 

involves but one farm, which belongs to a man that has lived 
there for a great number of' yeat·s. Nothing is involved in this 

·bill except this- farm that belongs to the man who has lived there, 
as I say, for a large number of years, and the reservation was ex
tended over his place. 

Mr. CANNON. How much land is involved? 
M:r. SMITH. of Ariz-ona. Not more than a hundred· ac.res; I 

d"o not think there is that much. He has lived on tlie reservation 
all these years , and it is recommended by the Department. 

Mr. CANNON. Then why not make it specific and provide 
for his relief? This says, " That all landS claimed by actual set
tlers or persons." 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona-. Well, if there are any more in the 
same condition, where tlie reservation has been extended over 
their places by Executive order, the gentleman from illinois 

/ 

Mr .. SMITli of Arizona. My friend does not understand the 
· relation of the- Government as to these claims when we make- an 
extension of a- reservation over them. We do not necessaril:Y 
oust the man at once; but he may remain there with a. cloud
upon his title, which may eventually turn h.i.m- out. In this case 

-the man has not been turned off the land. He simply wants to 
-have his title made secure to land which he has held these long 
years. There is. no Indian claim involved. The Indians ha-ve 
never made any claim-to this land. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like. to suggest in this connection that 
since this Cotton bill first came forward there has been a con
struction. placed upon the extension of the Na-vajo Reservation by 
Executive- order, in an opinion handed down by Assistant Attor
ney-General Vandeventer and approved by th-e Secretary of the 
Interior r holding that President Arthur's order did not i.il.clude 
any of the lands' that were occupied· and claimed at the time of 
the Executive order, because there was an express rese~vation to 
that effect. 

Since that controversy-arose a determina~n has been made of 
record in a proceeding brought by some claimants of mineral 
lands, the mineral lands being in the possession of the claimants, 
just as this homestead was in the possession of Mr. Cotton. Pos
sibly there- is no necessity since that decision for a.Gtion at a.ll, but 
before· that dooision was rendered the Secretary of the Interior 
had put thesealofhisappFovaJ upon this-attempt to quiet th-e title 
of Cotton .and all other parties that have since then pm:chasetL 

Mr. MORRELL. Well, then, let Cotton bring his action in the 
way the· otherS: have brought theirs. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What action could he bring? He 
could net sue the- Gov~rnmen.t. He can not sue it; there is no 
provision for him to sue. If the gentleman understood the hard
ship of this man, he would not make these objections. 
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Mr-. :SQDEY Mr. Speaker, l desire to say for the benefit o.f 

the ge.ntleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mo~RELL] that the gen
tlema.n who is living on this· place was here this winteT in the iu
terests of this bill with the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH]; 
that I know him and his relatives, ~d have for twenty yeaTs last 
past; that he is the best friend the Indians have; that there has 
never been a complaint against him in all the years he was near 
thtLt reservation befol'e they extended the reservation ove1· hitn, 
nor has there been since, as the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. 
SMITH] has well pointed out; that ever since this conb:oversy has 
arisen the Depaxtulent has conceded be has a right to his title, 
and all this bill is int~ded to do is to give him that title~ 

He has nevel· had a. c.omplaint against him and my friend from 
Pe.nn ylvania will find his record clea1·, and that he is one of the 
best friends the Indians have. All he wants is this cloud lifted 
from his ranch-that is, the title to these lands. The Govern
ment has no title now against him; he has all but the feet and the 
Indians absolutely never had any at all to the place. 

1\Ir. CANDLER. Will the gentleman tell us, then, how he got 
posse ion of it? 

Mr. RODEY. He obtained possession of it in the same way 
th~t anybody else could. It was vacant lands in Arizo:na. Tha.t 
is. what it was at the time he went there. He went there and 
opened a store, stayed there for years, and was proceeding to get 
his title when they extended this reservation by Executive proc
lamation completely around him, and ever since he b.a.s been en
titled to his pate-nt, but for soma reason he could not get it issued. 

Mr. MORRELL~ Why? 
Mr. RODEY. I do not know. 
Mr. CANDLER. We1·e tb.e Indiap.g ever in possession of it? 
M1·. RODEY. Never. 
l\Ir. SMITH of Ariz.ona. The Indian is not being hurt by this. 
M.r. CANDLER.. How long has he been there? 
Mr. RODEY. Twenty years. · 
Mr. CANDLER. In peaceable and undisturbed po session? 
Mr. RODEY. Yes. 
Mr. CURTIS. He has been there since 1878. 
Mr. SMITII of Arizona. Yei. 
M1·. ROD.EY. He is not a roan who injures the Indians; he is 

their friend. He has the best record I think there can be found 
in the Depattment for obeying the law and regulations. · Th.ere 
i& not a drop o.f whisky around his place ever sold to Indians. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tEUD.pol'e. The question is on the engross

ment and third reading of the bill. 
The question was W.ken~ and the bill was ordered to be eJJ.grossed 

&nd read a third tUne, was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion o£ Mr. SHERMA.N, a motion to I'OOO:usider the last 

vote was laid on the table. 
MlA.M.I INDI.A.NS OF INDrAN.A.J 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speake.r, I now call up the bill (H. R. 
8130) for the relief of the Miami In.d.iana ot lndi.ana, which I will 
ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk rea.d as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., ThatthaSecretal'y of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 

a.uthori~ed a.nd directed 14 pa.y, out of any money tn the Treasury: not other~ 
wise appropriated, to the Miami Indians of Indian&., intet·est ~t the rate of 
5 per cent per annum upon the principal sum paid said 1\liami Indians by act 
o~ March 21 1895, from the }im~ said money, due. them under t:Fea.ty stipula
tions, was taken fl'om the1r tr1bal funds and pa1d to other per o:ns not; enti
tled to it: Provided, That the Secre~ of the Interior shall i<:}entify the 
Indians to whom pn.yments are made under this act, by correspondence or 
by data in his Department, and forward tQ said India.ns the several amounts 
due them by checks or drafts.-

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to know some
thing about that bill. 
M~. SHERMAN, M:r. Speaker, I su.ggest that th~ report be 

read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the report 

will be read, in the. time of the gentleman from New Yorlr. 
There was no objection. · 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee on Indian .A;I:fairs, to whom was re!Sl·red the bill (H. R. 

8130) for the relief of the Miami Indians of Indiana, beg leave to subllll.t the 
following report and recomm11nd that said bill do pass without amendment: 

Tbis is a bill enacting ~t the:re be paid to the Miami, Indians of Indiana. 
interest at the rate of 5 per cent on certain sums of money which were paid 
from their funds to certain persons who were not entitled to any part e.f 
said funds. This money was taken fi•om the Wami Indians without their 
consent and against their protest and your co~ttee believe that under 

I the circumstances these Indians should be paid wterest on the amount of 
money taken from their funds. The money was taken between the years 
1859 and 1867. Just the amount the interest will reach is not known to ytmr 
committee~ but the same will w in the neighborhoocl of S20,<XX> {Lnd can be 
computed oy the propar accounting officers. -

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that if thecom, 
mittee can not themselves tell what this is, I do not think we 

I 
should be e41>ected to know. I would like to have the gentlep].an 
give us an ~lan,ation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE] to e:xplajn the bill. 

Mr. STEELE. ;Mr. Speaker, this bill is to t·eimbm·s~ the Miami 
Indians of In~a for interest on money taken from the Indiana 
unlawfully during the time the money was kept from them. By 
a treaty of 1854 it was provided that the Miami Indians sh.ould. 
have the interest on $200,000 per year untill880. The treaty pro
vided that nope other~ than tho&e named in the treaty sh.ould 
participate either in the principal OT in the interest. This 200,00Q 
they were to have in 1880, and they were to have the interest on 
that sum at 5 per cent until that time, 

No,w, in violation of that treaty, fu·st 67 Indians and finally 
138 Indiaus w~re add~d to the roll who were not named in the 
treaty at all. In 1867 those Indians who were illegally put on 
the J;Oll were stricken from the roll and the principal, to whiQh 
those named jn the treaty were entitled, was paid back to them. 
But the interest, to which they were Emtitled for this period, was 
not returned to them at all. · 

Now, this bill provides that they shall have so much of that in· 
terest as the Secretary of .the Interior shall find, bel<:mgs to,. them, 
and it shall be paid to th.e Indians directly by the Secretary of 
the Interior, either by check or draft, so that nobody can have 
anything to do with it at all except the Indians entitled to it, and 
the bill only gives them what the See1·etary of the Interior shall 
find they are entitled to. That is all there is to this bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. I sh{lllld like to ask the gentlema:{l a question. 
What was the rate of this interest? ' 

Mr. STEELE. Exactly the same interest that was provided 
·for in the treaty-5 per cent. It only gives them the same inte.rest 
that they were entitled to under the treaty and that they would 
have had if the money had been left alone and not take11 away 
from them. 

Mf. PERKINS. Did tbey receive 5, :per cent? 
Mr. STEELE. They received 5 per· cent on a part. of it, but 

they did not get what is provided in this bill. It is to be given to 
them if the Secretary of the Interior finds they are entitled to it~ 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that this is a bill 
to reoove:r intere&t that is due to Indians? 

Mr. STEELE. It is interest that was provided for in the tl'eaty. 
l'lwy were to have interest at the rate of 5 per cent under the 
~eaty. 

Mr. MADDOX. Under the treaty? 
Mr. STEELE. Yes. 
Mr. l\iADDQ~. How do you olaiJn that we owe them a-nything 

now? 
Mr. STEELE. It belongs to thelll be~ use the money wa taken 

from them. The. principaJ. was. paid back to them, but not the 
interest. -

--Mr. MADDOX. Who took the money from th.em.? 
Mr. STEELE. lndians who wereplaceQ. on, the roll by the .Sec

retary of the Interior in violation of the treaty. Afterwards 
those fudians who were pla.oed on th~ roll in violation of the 
t.reaty were s.tric~en from tb.e roll, b"qt tb,ey had this n;1oney and 
they had the use of it. 

Mr. MADDOX_. And n~ve:~; returned it? 
Mr. STEELE. Never returned it. 
M.r. MADPOX. .AuQ.uow you. want the United States to make 

that good? 
Mr. STE.ELE._ Certainly; th~t is e4aotly what we want, be~ 

cause they are entitled to it. The treaty provided that they 
should have it. It was a mistake of the Secretary of the I:nterio:~,· 
in putting other :Q:ldians o:u the roll illeg~lly. 

M;r. CANNO~. If the gentleman will allow me, Ithinkthatis 
the transaction, judging by the bill, and I am not sure but I have 
some ahadowy recollection about it, This outrag~1 if outrage it 
be, wa.s committed iu 1867. · 

Mr, STEELE. Prior to that. 
Mr, CURTIS. In 1859. 
Mr. CANNON. From tS59 to 1867 •. 
Mr. CURTIS. Yes. 
MJ,', CANNON. Now, it seems that in 1895 there was legisla

tion by Congress. We reimbursed these Indians by refunding tQ 
them the amount that had b~en wrongfully paid. 

Mr. STEELE. Yes; the principal. 
Mr. CANNON. That was the action of Congress at that time? 
Mr. STEELE. Yes. . 
l\Ir. CANNON. And that was receiv~d by the Indians? 
Mr. STEELE. Yes. 
Mr. CANNON, And paid in full satmfaction, 
Mr. STEELE. Yes. 
Mr. CANNON. If that is so, the transaction i closed. 
Mr: ~TEELE. They did that exac~ly as they received their 

annmt1es every year. They were reqlJ.rred to l'eceipt in full each 
time or get not.hiDg. -
~·.C-ANNON, Now, C~n~ress considel'ed this nearly a gen• 

erat10n after the outrage~if it was an outrage~was committed, 
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and legislated and paid these men back the money that it was 
alleged they ought . to have received before. The amount was 
received by the Indians and receipted for in full, and now here 
comes another chip. I think the matter had better be left as it is. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to ask the gentleman from illinois 
a question. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 
Mr: PAYNE. These Indians being the wards of the nation 

and the nation being their guardian, do you not think they are 
entitled to a little more consideration than some white men who 
have had two or three judgments, which judgments have been 
paid and receipts taken in full , and yet who come here with 
claims that are allowed by Congress? Do you not think you ought 
to treat the Indians a litt le better than you do the white men? 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman, let every case 
stand upon its own bottom; and I would say to the gentleman, if 
he wants an answer, representing the great Empire State," Let 
him that is without sin cast the first stone," and if that is done 
the gentleman will not cast any. 

Mr. PAYNE. If that is so, my friend and no other member 
of this House will throw a stone at these Indians in this particu
lar case. 

Mr. LACEY. The question that is in this case is just exactly 
like the case of the State of Illinois that we refunded the interest 
to this afternoon in the deficiency bill. 

Mr, CANNON. No; it is not like the State of lllinois or the 
State of Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. It is just exactly like them; precisely; not only 
as to the principal amount, but as to the interest. 

Mr. CANNON. Congress paid these Indians the principal, and 
now they are asking for the interest. 

Mr. LACEY. Just like Iowa and lllinois. 
Mr. MADDOX. Was the claim settled with Iowa and illinois. 
Mr. LACEY. Yes; and receipted for. 
Mr. MADDOX. And you come now and get the Government 

to pay the interest? . 
Mr. LACEY. It is simply just that we should. These Indians 

stand upon the same grounds precisely as did Iowa and lllinois 
on their war claims. 

Mr. STEELE. If the Secretary of the Interior does not find 
that this interest is legally due to these Indians they will not 
get it. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, Mr. Speaker, the Miami Indians are 
ably represented by the gentleman now, and by wonderfully able 
representatives for over a generation, and they have had quite 
as much consideration from the Government as they are entitled 
to under the agreement made. I think that the treaty spoken of 
was a liberal treaty, and the men that received this money that 
gentlemen think ought not to have received it did so in very right, 
as much as those who are mentioned in the treaty; and after they 
had received it and appropriated it Congress comes and repays 
the amount, as it is supposed, in full settlement, in full consid
eration, and now comes my friend from Indiana and wants the 
interest. 

I will suggest to my friend that I do not think he can pass this 
bill to-night. 

Mr. STEELE. This is not the only outrage that was perpe
trated on those Indians in violation of the treaty. It provided 
that they were to have the land in common, and yet they put 
them on the tax duplicates and they had to employ attorneys out 
of their own funds to take their lands from the duplicates. They 
constantly had to employ attorneys to preserve their rights. I 
should suppose that the gentleman would be willing to leave it to 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend, if I were a betting 
character, I would bet a thousand to one that this short report 
and this short bill, where the Secretary of the Interior does not 
dwell about a closed transaction, itself condemns it; and I would 
not be afraid to make a wager when you get a full report on it 
that it ought not to pass. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the short report to which the 
gentleman refers was drawn by myself. The reason the report 
is short was because yesterday I learned that last night and to
night would be devoted to Indian matters, and this matter has 
been held up for a month or more in order to get the exact figures 
of the amount due to these Indians from the Secretary of the 
Interior. They promised to give the exact figures to the gentle
man from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS] who is on the subcommittee with 
myself, and the matter was held up. The bill is drawn in such 
a way that it is a matter of computation for the Interior Depart
ment if the bill should pass. Approximately the amount is not 
far from $20,000. 

The Government took this mouey that belonged to the Indians 
and paid it over to some people who had no title whatever to it. 
Subsequently it was ascertained that the wrong. parties ~ad. re
ceived the money. The Government then repaid the prmCipal 

amount of the money to the Indians, but did not pay the interest 
as they were under treaty obligations with the Indians to do; and 
this bill is simply intended to refund the interest in addition to 
the principal. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to know the particular 

reason why the Government did not pay the interest when it paid 
the principal? 

Mr. LACEY. Because the act of Congress was not so drawn. 
Congress took the matter up and attempted to settle this propo
sition by paying the Indians back only the principal; in other 
words, by carrying out a part of their contract and not can-ying 
out the balance to these Indians who are the wards of the nation. 
We had this afternoon precisely the same question as to the State 
of illinois} the State of Indiana, and the State of Iowa. The 
Government refunded the principal sum due to them without 
interest. 

The Supreme Court of the United States in the New York case 
said that the State ought to have the interest, and it was re
funded to the State of New York. Under that decision Congress, 
following that, has voted to refund the interest to the States of 
Indiana, Iowa, and the State of illinois. Here are some Indians 
in the State of Indiana who hold valid contracts with the Gov
ernment to pay them a given sum of money with interest. The 
Government has paid that contract as to the principal sum, but 
has not paid the interest. It gave the principal to somebody el~e 
who had no title to it. We repaid to them the principal, and 
now this is a proposition to pay the interest owing to the Indians. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to suggest to the gen
tleman that this is a stronger case than lllinois had, because in 
that case there was a decision of the Comptroller that they were 
only entitled to so much, and we have overridden that in our 
legislation this afternoon. 

Mr. LACEY. But that was illinois. [Laughter.] 
Mr. PAYNE. We have overridden it by legislation in Febru

ary, submitted it again to the Comptroller, and he comes in with 
the report that they are entitled now to interest because of a de
cision of the court. There is the great State of illinois, with rep
resentatives to look after her, and here are these poor Indians, 
who never had a judgment against them by any accounting offi
cer or anybody else. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, I want to explain the brevity of the re
port. It had to be hastily drawn yesterday in order to get it be
fore the present session at all, and therefore it was impossible to 
recite all the fact.s. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] 
is familiar with all of them, and he has placed them before the 
House. Here is a proposition to try and save 20,00Q from our 
wards; to take some money that belongs to the wards of the na
tion, in order to reduce the expenditures of the United States of 
America. The reduction of expenditures is a very laudable oc
cupation upon the part of Congress. 

There is no question about that; but the reduction ough-t to be 
made on something that is not in the nature of a contract obliga
tion on the part of the United States to pay to somebody what 
ought to have been paid many years ago. I doubt very much 
the propriety of saving money in this sort of way. Now I will 
yield to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. The gentleman from Iowa com
pares this case to the case of the States. Now, there is this dis
tinction between them: You say this treaty provided for th~ pay
ment of interest in express terms. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; of 5 per cent. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. There was no such express contract 

in the act of 1861-1862 in reference to the payment of the war 
claims of the State, and the Secretary of the Treasury construed 
these acts that interest was not payable. That is the difference 
between the two cases. 

Mr. LACEY. But Congress has resolved that the moral obli
gation to refund the interest existed and that it bound us to do .it; 
it bound my friend from illinois. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman permit me? 
Mr. LACEY. Now, I hope my friend from Indiana will not 

be too strong upon the side of economy after what we have done 
for Indiana this afternoon. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman from Iowa said that a 
moral obligation rested on Congress to return that money. I 
deny that it was simp!~ a moral obligation. It was a legal ~bli
gation, and was so decided by the Supreme Court of the Umted 
States and the Comptroller of the United States. I object to the 
gentleman from New York and others trying to play upon these 
claims of the States in order to get through some scheme in be
half of the Indians. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I am surprised to hear the gentle
man turn against his own constituents in a matter of that kind 
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The difference between the Indiana case and this case is that 
there was an express contract to pay these Indians and it ought 
to be done. A suggestion was made that attorneys were looking 
after this matter. I think this is the only claim for compensation 
before the Indian Committee in which no attorney of any kind 
was ever brought in. Absolutely nobody ever came here as an 
attorney, and it was all carried on by correspondence. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
Mr. MADDOX. I would like to have the gentleman yield to 

me. I am on the anxious bench myself. (Laughter.] 
Mr. STEELE. I want to say that I framed this bill so that no

body could get anything out of it except the Indians themselves. 
I went to the committee and explained the bill and asked them 
to pa s upon it, and if they thought it was right for the Indians 
to have it to give it to them, and if they did not think it was right 
to report against them. Is that not the fact, I will ask the gen
tleman from Iowa? 

Mr. LACEY. I am sorry to say that that is the fact; that the 
gentleman from Indiana, instead of helping the committee to 
look up the bill , presented all the papers to the committee, and 
said: "There is the case. Look it up. " And the committee 
has looked it up. I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. MADDOX. I understood the gentleman to say that we 
ought to pay this interest because the Government promised to 
pay it by treaty. 

Mr. LACEY. I think that is a good reason. 
Mr. MADDOX. Does the gentleman think that the Govern

ment ought to comply with treaty obligations to the Indians? 
Mr. LACEY. Well, I am old-fashioned enough to take that 

view of it. 
Mr. MADDOX. Then why is it that we have continually vio

lated every treaty that we ever made with the Choctaws, the 
Chickasaws. and the Creek Indians? 

Mr. LACEY. Well, that involves too many considerations for 
me to now discuss. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MADDOX. We promised to abide by that treaty as long 
as grass g1·ew and water ran down hill, and we have not done so. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, I do not yield for a discussion of violations 
of other treaties. · 

Mr. WHEELER: I would like some information about this 
bill in order that I may vote intelligently on it. How <li4 the 
Government come to pay this interest under a mistake? 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] ex
plained that fully, if my friend had done him the honor to listen 
to him. 

Mr. WHEELER. Well, there was a sort of tete-a-tete discus
sion going on at the time and we could not understand what was 
said. 

Mr. LACEY. The matter was fully explained. The money 
was paid to parties who were not entitled to it-who were not 
members of the tribe. -

Mr. WHEELER. How came they to pay the money to people 
who were not entitled to it? 

Mr. LACEY. That is a long story. 
, Mr. WHEELER. Well, tell it briefly. 
. Mr. STEELE. In violation of the treaty 138 Indians were 
added to the number named in the treaty. The treaty provided 
that only those named in the treaty should participate in either 
the principal or the interest. 

Mr. WHEELER. Who added those 138 names? 
Mr. STEELE. irhey were added upon petition of a band of 

Indians near Fort Wayne who were not entitled to take anything 
belonging to the 306 Indians named in the treaty. 

Jtfr. WHEELER. How did the Government come to grant 
any petition like that? 
. Mr. STEELE. The Lord knows; I do not. 

Mr: WHEELER. What officer was in charge of the matter? 
Mr. LACEY. The Secretary of the Interior. 
Mr. WHEELER. What was his name? 
Mr. STEELE. The transaction was so long ago- that I do not 

remember. 
Mr. WHEELER. In what year was it? 
Mr. STEELE. It was in 1859 when those extra names were 

fh'st put on the roll. . 
Mr. WHEELER. When was the effort first made to obtain 

relief from Congress? 
. Mr. STEELE. In 1886, I think it was, an attempt was made; 
it was consummated in 1895. 

Mr. WHEELER. How ma'ny of those people to whom this in-
terest is proposetl to be paid are living to-day? . 

Mr. STEELE. The money is to be paid to those entitled to it 
or to their representatives, as determined by the Secretary of the 
Interior. 
_ Mr. WHEELER. Upon what proof is this relief to be now 
granted? What proof has the Department that this money wa~ 
wrongfully paid? · 

·Mr. STEELE. The roll will show it. It is not claimed it was 
paid. 

Mr. WHEELER. Who does not claim? 
Mr. STEELE. The Secretary of the Interior. The roll shows 

who were entitled to be paid. 
Mr. WHEELER. Does the treaty recite the name of everyone 

entitled? 
Mr. STEELE. Every Indian who was to participate in this 

fund signed the roll; it was provided that only those who signed 
the treaty roll should participate. 

Mr. WHEELER. How did it happen that the Government 
made a mistake in paying the money to people who did not sign 
the roll. 

Mr. STEELE. Nobody can explain that. It was a piece of 
stupidity. 

Mr. MERCER. Perhaps I can explain the matter to the gen
tleman from Kentucky. This happened, I understand, under 
Buchanan's Administration. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEELE. I will not say that. 
Mr. WHEELER. I do not care whose Administration it hap

pened under. There might be thievery under Buchanan's Admin
istration or under Root's administration. I do not think the 
gentleman has made out a case sufficient to satisfy the House that 
this money has been wrongfully paid. 

Mr. STEELE. It is a matter of record that those bogus Indians, 
whose names were placed on the roll by a Secretary of the Interior, 
and in violation of the treaty, were paid. Their names were 
stricken fro)ll the roll by a Secretary of the Interior, and the inter
est has not been returned. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the geniileman state what proof there 
is to show that those names were placed on the roll in violation 
of the treaty? 

Mr. STEELE. The records of the Department show that. 
Mr. WHEELER. How does the record show that they are not 

rightfully entitled? 
Mr. STEELE. Because none of them are named in the treaty. 
Mr. WHEELER. I am unable to follow the gentleman in his 

explanation. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The question being taken on ordering the bill to be engrossed 

and read the third time, there were on a division (called for by 
Mr. M.ADDox)-ayes 70, noes 19. 

Mr. MADDOX. I make the point that there is no quorum· 
present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman will withdraw the point I 
will withdraw the bill. . 

Mr. MADDOX. With that understanding, I will certainly 
withdraw the point. 

Mr. PAYNE. The previous question has been ordered. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The bill can be withdrawn by unanimous 

consent. I ask unanimous consent. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 

[Mr. SHERMAN] asks unanimous consent to vacate the vote by 
which the previous question was ordered and to withdraw the 
bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none; and it is so 
ordered. 

RED LAKE .A.ND PEMBINA. BANDS OF INDIANS. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 4962) to 

ratify and confirm an agreement with the Red Lake and Pembina 
bands of Indians of the Red Lake Reservation, Minn., and mak
ing appropriations to can·y the same into effect, which I wili ask 
the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk proceeded to the reading of the bill. 
During the reading of the bill, 
Mr. SHERMAN said: Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted at 

this time to interntpt, I desire to withdraw that bill and substitute 
another for it. I ask unanimous consent to do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
a.sks unanimous consent to withdraw the bill which the Clerk 
has been reporting. Without objection this will be done. 

There was no objection. 
CHIPPEWA. INDIANS IN THE STATE OF MINNESOTA. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (S. 4284) 
to amend an act entitled "}...n act for the relief and civilization of 
the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, '' approved J ann
nary 14, 1889, which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 
The following amendment, recommended by the committee, 

was read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of an act entitled "An act for the relief 

and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota," ap
proved January 14, 1889, be, and the same is hereby, amended so :-r.s to read 
as follows: 

"SEc. 4. That as soon as the cession and r elinquishment of said Indian 
title has been obtained and approved as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of the 
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Commissioner of the General Land Office to cause the land so ceded to the 
United States to be surveyed in the manner provided by law for the survey 
of public lands, and as soon as practicable after such survey has been made 
and the report, field notes, and plats thereof filed in the General Land Office 
and duly approved by the Oommi ioner thereof the said Secretary of the 
I nterior, upon notice of the completion of uch surveys, shall appoint 
a sufficient number of com potent and experienced examinersh in order 
that the work may be done within a reasonable time, who sha go upon 
said lands thus surveyed and personally make a careful, complete, and 
thorough examination of the same by 4fl-.acre lots, for the pm'J>ose of e.scer
taining on which lots or tracts there is sta.nding or growing pine timber, 
whic'h tracts on which pine timber is standing or growing for the purposes 
of this act shall be termed 'pine lands,' the minutes of such examination to 
be at the time entered in books provided for that purpo e, showing which of 
such lands are :{line lands and which are agricultural lands, as hereinafte1· 
designated which r eports of all such examinations shall be filed with the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office as a part of the permanent records 
thereof, and thereupon that officer shall cause to be made lists of ·an such pine 
lands and agricultural lands, describing each 40-acre lot or tract thereof 
separately, and thereupon such lists of lands shall betra.nsmitted to the Secre
tary of the Interior for approval, modification, or rejection, as he may d eem 
proper. If the lists thus made are rej ected as a whole, then the Secretary of 
thelnteri01· shall substitute new lists, and the same or originallistB as approved 
or m odified shall be filed with the Commissioner of the General Land Office as 
the lists of said lands. Du:{llica te lists of said lands, together with copies of the 
field notes, surveys, and n:nnutes of examinati<m, shall be filed and kCJ?t in the 
office of the register of the land office of the district within which sa1d lands 
may be situated and copies of said lists shall be furnished to any person de
siring the same upon applicatioo. to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office or to the register of said local land office. 

" The compensation of the examiners so provided for in this section shall 
be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior, but in no event shall exceed the 
sum of per day for each person o employed, including all expenses. 

"All other lands acquired from the said Indians on said reservations, other 

th~~ p.~~ ±~ss:~~~~v~~ ~ll:~s;; ~~:~!je~~'\~ a!;;:gn;~to~~~·', 
"SEc. 5. That whenever\ and as often as the survey, examination, and lists 

of 100,000 acres of said pine mnds or of a less quantity, in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Interior have been made and approved, the Secretary of 
the Interior shall be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to sell, under 
Buch rules and regulations as he may prescribe, and at such times and places 
as he may designate, to be scaled under Scribner's rules in the log after be
ing cut, all the merchantable pine timber, whether the same be green ' or 
dead, standing or fallen, now on such pine lands, with the exception of 5 per 
cent of said timber on certain reservations as hereinafter provided, to be 
paid for when the timber is cut~, banked, and scaled in the manner herein 
provided for: Pmvided, That saia pine timber shall be advertised for sale in 
Government sections or yarts of sections, and shall be sold only by separate 
sealed bids for the pine timber on -each section and the Secretary of the In
terior shall reserve the right to reject any or ah of said bids: Provided, That 
the Secretary of the Interior may also receive bids in groups of not exceed
ing 10 sections in any one bid, which bids may be in addition to the separate 
bids by sections on the same lands. · -

"The parties bidding shall accompany each of said sealed bids with cash 
or certified check for 20 per cent of the amount of the bid for the pine tim
ber on any particular section or groups, according to the highest value as 
shown by the Government estimate as hereinbefore provided for, and said 
cash or certified check shall be retained and credited as part payment of 
the pmchase price should the bid be accepted, but should the bid be rejected 
said cash or certified check shall be immediately returned to the b1dder: 
P rovidedfut·fher, That said timber shall nat be sold at a price less than $4 
per.thom:and feet board m easure for Norway pine and S5 per thousand feet 
board measure for white pine: Provided furtluw, That the Secretary of the 
Interior may increase said minimum price on portions of said timber as he 
may deem just and· proper: Provided fut·the·r, That said Secretary may, if 
he shall deem it best, permit the J?Urchaser of the timber on any Govern
ment section or group to erect a mill of a capacity of not less than 4.0,000 feet 
board measure of lumber per day, and to manufacture thereat the timber 
on said Government sections or groups~ _said mill to be located on said section 
or group, or at such place in the immeaiate vicini~ as may be designated by 
said Secretary; and the said Secretary is authonzed to lease to such pm·
chaser not exceeding 320 acres of land for mill pill'J>oses, for any one pur
chase, at an annual rental to be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior, for a 
renewable term not exceeding ten years said tm·m to end, in any event, so 
soon as the timber J?urcha£ed shall have been sawed and removlied, said lea e 
of land to be exclUSlve of the timber thereon which timber sha be disposed 
of as herein provided for other timber: Andprovidedfut·ther, That prior to 
any sale the Secretary of the Interior shall cause notices of said sale to be 
inserted once in each week, for four succe sive weeks, in one newspaper of 
general circulation, published in each of the following c~tiee, nal!J.ely: Min
neapolis, St. Paul, Duluth, Winona, and Crookston,. Mmn.; C_hicago, ll~.; 
Milwaukee, La Crosse, Ashland, Wausau, and Marmette, Wis.; Detro1t, 
Saginaw, Menominee, and Bay City, Mich.; Ph~adelphia and Williamsport 
Pa.; Boston, llfass.; New Orleans, La.; St. Lows, Mo.; Albany, N. Y., and 
Dubuque, Davenport, and Burlington, Iowa, and in the following trade jom·
nals, to wit: 

"The Northwestern Lumberman, of Chicago, ill., and the Minneapolis 
Lumberman, of Minneapolis, Minn., of the sale of said timber as herein pro
vided to the highest bidder, with the l'ight to reject any and all bids, the first 
publication of said notices ~be at least six calendar months prior to said 
sale, said notices to state the time and place and the terms of such sale, a.nd to 
contain a general description of the lands from which the timber is to be 
sold, and shall refer intending bidders to the printed lists to be obtained 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office or register of the local 
land office, as provided in section 4 of this act. 

"Said notices shall also state in what tracts or parcels the timber is to be 
sold: P1·ovided, That one additional notice calling attention particularly to 
the date of the sale shall be yublished thirty days prior to the day fixed for 
the sale in the first advertlsen1ent: PTovided /ltrthe·r, That in cutting the 
timber on 200 000 a cres of the pine lands, to be selected as soon as practicable 
by the Fore~r of the Department of Agriculture, with the approval of the 

·Seer tary of the I nterior, -on the following reser>ations, to wit, Chippewas 
of the Mississippi, Leech Lake, Oass Lake, and Winnebigosbish, which said 
lands so selected shall be known and hereinafter described as 'forestry lands,' 
the purchaser shall b3 required to leave standing 5 per cent of the pine timber 
there~:m for the pill'J>ose of reforestation, as hereinafter provided, said 5 per 
cent to be selected and reserved in such manner and under such rules and regu
lati.onsas may be prescribed by the Forester of the Department of Agriculture 
and approved by the Secretary of the Interior: Provided .further, That there 
shall be reserved from sale or settlen1ent the timber and 1and on the islands 
in Oass Lake and in Leech Lake, and not less than 160 ae1·es at the extremity 
of Sugar Point, on Leech Lake, and the peninsula known as Pine Point, on 
which the new Leech Lake Agency is now located, which peninsula approxi
mates 7,000 acres, and in addition thereto 10 sections in area on said reserva-

tions last aforesaid, to be selected by th~ Forest~· of the Department of 
Agriculture, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, in lots not 
less than 3'20 acres each in contiguous area , and nothing herein contained 
shall interfere with the allotments to the Indians heretofore and hereafter 
made. The islands m Ca and L eech lakes and the land !1.' erved at Sugar 
Point and Pine Point Peninsula shall remain a s Indian land under the con
trol of the D epartment of the Interior. 

"Each and every purchaser of timber hereunder shall be required and 
shall enter into an agreement to cut clean and remove all th-e merchantable 
pine timber, whether green or dead, tanding or fallen, on each tract, subdi
vision, or lot covered by his pw·chase, except on the forestry lands as here
inbefore provided, within such time as the Secretary of the Interior may di
rect, and under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, and to cut 
no timber other than pine, except such as may be absolutely necessary in 
the economical conduct of the logging operations, nd to burn or r emove a 
sufficient amount of the tops and reti1se to prevent danger from fire to the 
timber left standing, under1•ules and r egulations to b e prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and, when practicable, to employ Indian labor in 
the cutting, handling, and manufacture of said timber. And each and every 
pnrcha er shall be required to give a bond in a sufficient p enalty, to be ap
proved by th~ Secretary of the Interior, for the faithful performance of said 
agreement and for the observance of the regulations of the Secretary of the 
Interior concerning the sale, cutting, and remova.l of such timber. 

"Before being removed from the tract from which they are cut, all logs 
cut hereunder shall be stamped and bark-marked by the logger and num
bered and scaled by com-petent and experienced scalers, to be appointed by 
the Secreta.ry of the Inte-rior and paid such reasonable salaries as may be 
fixed by him. Said scalers shall keep in suit~ble books for reference a rec
ord of the marks, also a complete list of the numbers of all logs, with the 
scale of each log set opposite its number, said scale books to be open to the 
inspection of the check scaler or to any authorized Government representa
tive at all times; and said logs shall be landed separately from all other logs, 
and the title to said logs shall remain in the United States for the benefit of 
the Indians; and said logs shall not be removed from the place of landing 
until the purchase price agreed upon shall be fn1ly paid to such officer of the 
Indian Department as shall be designated by the Secretary of the Interior 
to account for and receiv-e the same. And the Secretary of the Interior may1 at the request of the chiefs of said bands or tribes of Chippewa Indians or 
the State of Minnesota interested in the said timber sales, appoint check 
scalers to verify and inspect the work of the Government calers; the said 
check scalers to be designated by said chiefs and paid out of the funds of the 
Indians such reasonable compensation as may be fl..xed by the Secretary of 
the Interior. . 

"After the merchantable pine timber on any b·act, subdivision, or lot shall 
have been removed, such tract, subdivision, or lot shall, except on the for
estry lands aforesaid, for the purposes of this .act, be classed .and treated as 
agricultural lands, and shall be opened to 'homestead entry in accordance 
with the provisions of this act: Provided, That on the forestry lands afore
said, as soon as the merchantable J?ine timber now thereon shall )lave been 
removed from any tract, subdivisiOn, or lot, as herein ;PI'Ovided, such tract, 
subdivision, or lot shall, without fw·ther act, resolution, or proclamation 
forthwith become·and be part of a forest reserve, the same a though set 
apart by proclamation of the President in accordance with the act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1891, and subsequent laws amending and supplementing 
the same, and shall be managed and protected in accordance with their pro
visions and the rules and regulations made and to be made in fm·therance 
thereof: And provided fm-ther, That on said forestry lands aforesaid said pine 
timber shall be cut clean, except as to the 5 per centum as hereinbefore pro
vided, and removed under the supervision and dil·ection of the Forestal' of 
the Department of Agricultm·e, in accordance with rules and regulations to 
be prescribed by lrim and approved by the Secretary of the Inter10r, and the 
said forester shiill have power at all times to yatrol and protect sa.id lands 
and forests, and to enforce all rules and regulatiOns made by him as aforesaid. 

"As soon as practicable after the passage of this act the Secretary of the 
Interior shall OJ?en to homestead settlement, as herein provided, the lands on 
all the reset-vations, or portions of reservations, which have been ceded to the 
United States by the Chippewa Indians in Minnesota, mcluding the four res
ervations last aforesaid, which have been examined and found to be agricul
tural lands, and shall immediately proceed to have examined, as herein 
provided, the remaining lands, and shall without delay open to home
stead settlement those found to be agricultural landS: Provided That 
on the four reservations last aforesaid, where agricultural lands are 
included within or contiguous to forestry lands and are, in the opinion 
of the Forester of the Agricultural Department, necessary to the eco
nomic..'\} administra-tion and protection of the same, said Forester shall, 
as soon a.s practicable after the passage of this act a:;~ to those lands 
which have already been examined, and as to the lands not yet examined 
immediately after the examination and approval of the lists of said land 
of which apiJroval said Forester shall be immediately notified by the 
See1·etary of the Interior, file with the Secretary of the Interior chedules 
designating according to Government subdivisions sd':i.d agricultural lands, 
not to exceed 15,000 acres of the lands already examined and not to exceed 
10,000 acres of the lands yet to be examined, which said agricultural lands 
so desi~ated shall not be offered for entry and settlement, but shall be
come and be a part of the forest reserve hereinbefore created. 

"There shall be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior onesuperintend
ent and such assistants as he may deem necessary, whosecomyensation shall 
be fixed by the Secretary of the Interi01· and for the supermtendent shall 
not exceed 86 per day and for the assistantB shall not exceed $4 per day each, 
while actually employed, and who e duties shall be to upervi e the cutting 
and scaling of the timber sold under the provi ions of this act, and to see 
that the n.lles and regulations pre cribed by the Forester and the 'ecretary 
of the Interior are complied With, and generally to p erform snch services in 
and about the sale of the pine timber on said lands and the cutting of the 
same therefrom and the care and -protection of all timber on aid lands as 
may be required of them by said Forester and said Secretary. 

"The Secretary of the Interior mny, in his discretion, authorize the pur
chasers of timber hereunder to build on the rivers and lakes on or within 
said ceded lands, under such rules and regul tlons as he may d eem proper, 
dams, cofferdalllS1 booms, and to make other river and lake improvements 
necessary to facilitate logging operations: Pro_vided, That. the partie b~d
ing such dams, cofferdams, b ooms, and making other r1ver and lake Im
provements shall pay the officer whom the ecretary of the Interior shall 
designate to receive such payments such damages as may be caus don the 
said ceded lands, such damages to be ascertained and determined in such 
manner as the Secretary of the Interior may direct. 

"All the expenses incurred in cn.1'l'yin.g out the provisions of this act as to 
the exa.J.Ilining and listing of said lands, and the selling, cutting, and scaling 
of said timber, shall be paid by the Secretary of the Interior out of the pro
ceeds of the sale of said timber: Provided , That no expense arising ont of the 
fore ·try provision shall be charged to the India.ns." 
• SEC. 3. That section 7 of said act be amended by inserting aft~r the word 
"lands," in line 1 thereof, the words "and timber.' · 

SEc. 4. That so much of the act of June 7,1897, entitled "An act maklng 
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appropriations for the cun·ent and contingent ex:{>enses of the lndian De
partment. and fulfilling treaty stipulations with vanous Indian tribes for the 
fiscal yearendingJune30, 181*; and for other purposes,' asauthorizesthe sale 
of dead timber, standing or falien, under regulations prescribed by the Sec
l'etary of the Interior, on the Chippewa reservations and ceded lands in the 
State of Minnesota, is h ereby r epealed: Provided, That nothing herein con
tained ~hall be held in any way to affect conb·acts ah·eady entered into and 
now in force for the sale and cutting of dead timber, standing or fallen, on 
said re3ervations anQ. ceded lB.pds. 

SE . 5. That the Secretary of the Interior shall proceed as speedily as 
pFa.ctica.ble to complete the allotmen~ to the Indians, which allotments shall 
be completed before opening the agricultural land to settlement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to conh·ol the time on 
this bill. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas. -

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following committee 
amendment, which I will a k the Clerk to report. 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 
On page 18, line 11, stl·ike out the word "Minneapolis'' and insert the words 

"MisslSSippi Valley." 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend

ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 
The question was taken, and the amendment to the amendment 

was agreed to. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer another amend

ment to the amendment, which I will ask the Clerk to report. 
The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 

- On p3.0'e 20, line 2.:;, after the word "timber,' insert the following: 
"Pto'Vided that the Secretary of the Interior shall, upon application, fm·

nish to any persollS who may expect to bid, not more than ninety days prior 
to the date of sale of any pine timber hereinbefore mentioned~ a statement of 
the rule3 and regulations under which said pine timber shall oe cut and the 
tops or r efuse thereof burned or removed, and of the time within whlch said 
tim bar shall be removed.'' 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment offered by the gentlema;n from 
Kansas. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend
ment wa.s agreed to~ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on agreeing 
to the amendment as amended. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, one moment; I would like to be 
recognized. 
· The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois is 

recognized. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I supposed that I controlled the 

time. I yielded to the gentleman frow Kansas. I am entirely 
willing to yield to the gentleman from Illinois whatever time he 
desire . I do not wish the time to get away from me, because we 
want to have a vote on this bill before the time for adjournment. 

The SPEAKE:& pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen
tleman from New York that when he yields the floor for the 
purpose of an amendment, he yields the floor altogether. 

:Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from illinois is 

recognized. 
Mr. QANNON. Mr. Speaker, I yield, as a partof my r emarks, 

time for an amendment to be read for the information of the 
House, said amendment being proposed by the gentleman from 
Minne ota [Mr. EDDY]. I yield the time only for information, 
and as a part of my remarks. 

M1·. EDDY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the amendment in 
my own right, when the proper time comes. I do not think the 
amendment can be cut off in this manner. 

:Mr. CANNON. Oh, that is all right. I wo1,1ld inquire what 
time this session closes, 1.mder the order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 10.80 o'clock. 
Mr. CANNON. Well, I have lots of time. Mr. Speaker, I 

thought a moment ago, while the gentleman from New York 
was talking, and perhaps he might think the same thing about 
me now, that words sometimes darken counsel; but here is a bill 
which has just been read, consisting of 18 pages of the Senate bill, 
which were stricken o-o.t, and then 13 pages of the House amend
ment, in all 26 pages. It has been read. I would like to call for 
volunteers. Here we are, with less than a quorum, after an ali
day se sion, at 9.30 o'clock in the evening. How many gentle
men will stand up and say that they have the sign of an idea of 
what this bill is about. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Illinois 
will yield to my colleague, Judge MoRRIS, or to any members of 
the committee, say Mr. CURTIS, I am satisfied that they will be 
able to explain to the satisfaction of the gentleman from Illinois 
and to all the other members of this House as to the provisions 
of this bill and as to the necessities for its passage, both in the 
interests of the Indians and in the interests of the Government. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to know that 
somebody is prepared to explain~ and I should not have taken 
the floor and been recognized for an hour [laughter] had it not 
been that with less than a quorum it was proposed to debate this 
amendment, and I was following the Clerk when he read, and I 
have glanced over the report, but my eyesight is a little bad, and 

I began to have a faint idea that somehow OT other the timber 
was to be cut srp.ooth up at the headwaters of the :Mississippi 
River , away up almost to the northern boundary, running down 
through all ouT territory and emptying into the Gulf, and recol
lecting what the gentleman from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH] 
the chairman of the Agriculture Committee, and other gentlemen 
have talked about so much here, namely, the great importance 
for our civilization and salvation, in time, at least, if not in eter
nity to preserve at the headwaters of these streams the forests, 
and tmderstanding lfbw the moss is protected by the trees, and 
the trees are protected by the water, and the other b·ees are pro
tected by the shade, and how when the rains of heaven descend
following the eloquent description of the gentleman from Iowa 
[:Mr. LACEY], the chairman of the Public Lands Committee
how they descend and fall and how the leaves and the roots and 
the trunks hold the moisture in the ground, week in and week 
out and month in and month out, and how when the dry season 
comes the water slowly squeezes out and percolates through the 
roots. [Pro~onged laughter.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to 
me for one moment? 

Mr. CANNON. In a moment. And as the water feeds down 
from the headwaters through the counties and the States, and 
again through the-other States, singing as it goes, and rejoicing 
the frogs and the grasshoppers [laughter] , recollecting all this, I 
begin to be alarmed lest vandals, desh-jng to speculate upon pine 
timber, may cut it smooth and throw these agricultural lands 
open to settlement when there are few agricultumllands there, 
and that our civilization is bein~ attacked by the hand of the van
dal, and that on account of dry weather our descendants will cry 
for bread. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman yield to me just for a 
moment? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; with pleasure. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think the gentleman from illinois has at 

least demonstrated that wherever elae the moss grows it does 
not grow on his back. [Laughter.] I think he has further dem
onstrated that, musical and rippling as are the waters in the 
streams he has described, they are less musical than his voice and 
less rhythmical than his felicity in rolling out words. 

But, Mr. Speaker, to get at the merits of this proposition, there 
is now a law providing for the cutting of this timber at the head
waters of the Mississippi. 

Mr. CURTIS. All of it. 
Mr. LACEY. Since 1889. 
Mr. SHERMAN. There has been such a statut-e for more than 

ten years, and in the administration of it fraud has crept in, be
yond any question, and the Indians have not received what they 
should have received for the sale of the timber; and because the 
Department discovered that it was impossible, as they thought, 
under the existing law, for the Indians to receive all that they 
should receive, the Department has asked for an amendment of 
the statute in the terms provided by this bill, which it is believed 
can be so administered as to protect the rights of the Indians, and 
so as to have the timber cut and an honest price paid for it under 
an honest measurement of the amount. Without going into the 
details, that is substantially what this bill does. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman from 
New York a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 
Mr. MADDOX. Is that law suspended now? 
Mr. SHERMAN. It is practically suspended. 
ltfr. MADDOX. And the cutting of the timber is suspended? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Suspended by an amendment to the Indian 

appropriation bill a year ago. 
Mr. CURTIS. Two years ago. 

· Mr. TAWNEY. But they are still allowed to cut under the 
dead-and-down timber provision. 

~ir. SHERMAN. Yes. 
Mr. EDDY. No; that has also been suspended. 
l\Ir. CURTIS. I wish the gentleman from illinois would yield 

ten or fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
MORRIS], so that he may explain the necessity of this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I should be delighted to yield to the eloquent 
gentleman from Minnesota, sure that the House, as we always 
are, will be entertain~d, if not instructed, and we ru·e generally 
both. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from :Minnesota. 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I am very much obliged to the 
gentleman from illinois for what he has said, and I shall not un
dertake in any way to equal the eloquent speech which he has 
already made. 

If I understood the speech of the gentleman from illinois, his 
principal concern about this bill is that it will denude the land at 
the headwaters of the Mississippi of the timber thereon, and as 
to that, everybody in the country is interested. Was that the 
idea I caught from the gentleman from Illinois? 

·. 
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Mr. CANNON. I think that is something that has percolated I Mr. MORRIS. The Indians under existing law get only the 
through my brain. value of the pine timber that is on the land. 

Mr. MORRIS. Well, that is just exactly what I thought. I Mr. CANNON. Yes. 
thought it was percolating through the gentleman's brain. Mr. MORRIS. The land goes to the purchaser. Under this · 
[Laughter.] bill the land is reserved to the Government of the Unitad States 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill is the only bill that can be passed for use as a forest reserve. 
that will prevent what the gentleman from illinois is afraid of. Mr. CANNON. How much is the Indian paid for it? 
Under this bill there will be a forest reserve of 225,000 acres, Mr. MORRIS. The Indian is paid what the pine brings. That 
and other lands reserved from settlement or s~e aggregating about is all that is paid under existing law. 
15,000 acres, making in all an area reserved of nearly 250,000 Mr. CANNON. If he owns both the pine and the land and he 
acres-to be exact, 240,000 acres-right at the headwaters of the sells the pine, and we sell the pine and take the land from him, · 
Mississippi, and by this bill alone can that be accomplished. that is pretty bad. 

There is now, Mr. Speaker, on the statute book a law under Mr. MORRIS. Under the existing law that is just what hap- · 
which, if it is enforced, and it will be enforced unless some such pens. Under this bill, instead of the purchaser getting the· land 
law as this is passed (it would be the sworn duty of the Secretary the Government gets the land. Now, that is this law. 
of the Interior to enforce that law unless some such law as this Mr. CANNON. We occupy it free from any trust now. 
is passed), every acre of the timber land at the headwaters of the Mr. MORRIS. Free from any trust as to the lands on which 
Mississippi River will be sold to private parties. And every acre the pine is. The trust is as to the pine. I will say to the gentle- · 
of land that is not pine land will be thrown open to homestead man from illinois I think there will be a trust in the United 
settlement and cleared up by the homesteader. If the lumber- States to pay for the 5 per cent of pine left on the forest reserve, · 
men buy this timber land at the headwaters of the Mississippi and for the pine on the other 15,000 acres, if it should be added 
River they will cut every stick of pine on it. to the forest reserve. . 

They will leave the slashings on the ground and fires will begin 1\Ir. CANNON. What becomes of the three or four million 
in these slashings and burn all the balance of the timber, and dollars that the United States have advanced to tbe Chippewas-
then the land will be denuded, indeed. If this bill is passed, only reimbursable? • 
the pine timber on 200,000 acres of the forest reserve will be cut, Mr. MORRIS. I will say to the gentleman that if the pine is 
and 5 per cent will be left for reforestation, and all the balan9e sold under this bill, my belief is that it will bring somewhere from 
of the timber will be left on that land, such as spruce, birch, and seven to ten million dollars. Nobody knows how much pine is 
all the other kinds of timber in that northern climate. On the there. My belief is that it will bring somewhere from seven to 
15,000 acres, to which I have referred, none of the timber will be ten million dollars, and out of that the amount already paid to . 
cut, pine or any other kind. The Forester of the Agricultural the Indians will be reimbursable. 
Department will makeregulations. He will require the lumber- Mr. CURTIS. The estimators sent there by the Government · 
men to clear up these slashings that bring on the forest fires, and say the timber is worth from fifteen to twenty million dollars. . 
in this way the timber lands at the headwaters of the Mississippi Mr. CANNON. Iwanttosaytomy friend that! was here when · 
River-nearly 250,000 acres-will be preserved. Now, is that sat- this other act was passed providing for the sale of this timber, 
isfactory to the gentleman from illinois? and I was here through the years when these timber sharps went 

Mr. CANNON. How much land is to be cut over by virtue of up there and inspected and measured this land, and these experts . 
this bill? . that were there four, five, or six years ago, and now, lo and be- · 

Mr. MORRIS. I have the figures here. I give them in round hold, that all goes for naught. · 
numbers. There are in these reservations at the head waters of Mr. MORRIS. I want to say to my friend that that is true as 
the Mississippi River, in round numbers, about 650,000 acres. the gentleman says, that he was here when that law was passed . . 
Nearly one-half of that-no, not quite half-one-third of that is Under that law this pine timber was sold on the estimates made _ 
not pine land and will under the law be thrown open to settle- by these "cruisers," as we call them up in that country, esti
ment by the homesteader, and the balance is pine land, and of mators, and it was found that these estimates were far below the 
that nearly 250,000 acres will be reserved by this bill, after all but amount of pine on the land. In all the cases, I may say, their 
5 per cent of the timber has been cut from 200,000 acres of it. estimate was far below the amount of pine, and that is one of the . 

Mr. CANNON. Is it not reserved now? reasons why this bill is to be passed. 
Mr. MORRIS. Not one acre of it now. Under existing law, As soon as I saw how that was going, seeing that these lumber-· 

under the law passed in 1889, the Secretary of the Interior is re- men were getting from the Indians $10 worth of pine, perhaps, 
quired to hire estimators to go in there and estimate the pine upon where they paid $3, I prepared this bill so that instead of the pine 
the pine lands. When that estimate is made the statute requires being estimated by estimators, the pine should be cut and every 
that he shall sell that pine land to the highest bidder for cash, and log· cut that was merchantable, or that they considered merchant
that sells the pine, land and all. The lumberman that buys that able, should be measured by scalers, and the Indians should be 
land gets it all. paid for every foot of the timber. That is the object of this 

Under this bill the lumberman gets only the pine, and when he law. · 
cuts the pine off under such rules and regulations as the Agri- Mr. CANNON. Some years ago I was up in this region, and I 
cultural Department may prescribe, he is to remove the tops so met a good many_ people up there. Some white people, some 
as to prevent future forest fires. He has got to leave 5 per cent Indians, some Minnesota people [laughter], and some not from 
of the timber standing, and he has got to so cut it that there will Minnesota. Now, then while I was there some of the :Minnesota 
be no further danger from forest fires. people were talking about this magnificent timber and when . 

:M:r. CANNON. Now, there will be 250,000 acres of permanent the United States would be reimbursed. They discussed all 
reservation of these pine lands? these questions that my friend has been talking about, and 

Mr. MORRIS. Yes, nearly; including 25,000 acres of agri- then one wise old fellow said: "I'll tell you what: Timber is 
cultural land reserved in the forest reserve. going to be pretty scarce, and Uncle Sam will keep this timber un- . 

Mr. CANNON. Not a foot of that timber is to be cut off? til we want it and then we can get it." Now, I do not know 
Mr. MORRIS. All but 5 per cent is to be cut off of 200,000 whether there is anything in that or not, or anything of that . 

acres. And as to that which is cut off the refuse from which kind in this bill. 
the fire danger comes has to be removed and destroyed under Mr. MORRIS. That is what this bill is intended to prevent. 
such rules as the forester of the Department of Agriculture shall Mr. CANNON. I am gla-d to hear it; but in the light of 
prescribe. things that have been done, not to speak discourteously.of any-

Mr. TAWNEY. Five per cent of the pine timber is to be left. body personally, I will remind my friend of the old saying that 
Mr. :MORRIS. Nothing but pine timber will be cut out. we heard when we were boys-that hell is paved with good inten-
Mr. PAYNE. What other timber is there there? tions. [Laughter.] · -
Mr. MORRIS. Spruce, birch, tamarack, and hemlock. Mr. MORRIS. In answer to that, Mr. Speaker, I will say that. 
Mr. CANNON. Who is to own this 250,000 acres? I think hell is paved with good intentions, but I think it would 
Mr. MORRIS. ,The Government of the United States will own be a great sight worse hell if it was not paved with good inten-

225,000 acres and the Indians the balance, the same being held tions. Now, do as best we may, 3:ll we can do is to do the be~t 
in trust by the Government. . we can. I do not know that we Will absolutely prevent fraud m 

Mr. CANNON. Who own it now? this matter, but I do believe that if there is any method under 
Mr. MORRIS. The Indians own it, and the Government is to heaven that man can devise which will prevent fraud in the sale 

own it for the Indians. of this pine timber the method proposed in this bill will do it. 
Mr. CANNON. Hold it in trust for the Indians? What are Mr. CANNON. Now, let me ask one question: Does the gen-

the Indians to do with it? tleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] hold that same view? 
Mr. MORRIS. Now, if the gentleman from Dlinois will per- Mr. TAWNEY. I do. 

mit me-- Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CuR- -
Mr. CANNON. Yes. TIS] hold the same view? 
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Mr. CURTIS. I do; and I want to state further that the 

Secretary of the Interior and all the officers entertain the same 
view. It was carefully examined by them, and they are in favor 
of it. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if my friend will allow me, does the 
chairman of the committee hold the same view? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I certainly do. 
Mr. CANNON. Now, I want to ask one final question. Does 

my friend the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. EDDY] hold that 
same view? [Laughter.] 

Mr. EDDY. I want to say to the gentleman from illinois that 
I consider the provisions of this bill infinitely superior to the law 
now in force. I will say further that I should like to amend the 
bill in some particulars, but if the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. MoRRIS] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
occupy all the time, I do not see how I can get an opportunity. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. I should be very glad to know how my friend 
is to get a chance to talk in my hour unless I yield to him. I just 
wanted a little experience meeting around here to find out, man 
by man, as nobody was inclined to explain this bill, what there 
is in it. 

Mr. EDDY. That is what I was trying to find out, too. 
Mr. CURTIS. I would like to have the gentleman from illi

nois [Mx. QAN o~] ask some ·of our Democratic friends-the gen
tleman from ArkanEas [M1·. LrtTLE] and others-what they think 
about the matter. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; I should be glad to do so. And I 
will ask whether the committee is a unit on this matter. 

Mr. LITTLE. The committee is a unit on the bill as reported. 
There is .probably some little contention about one amendment; 
but there is no division of opinion on the proposition that the pro
poEed law is far superior to the existing law, and will be much 
more beneficial both to the Indians and to the Government. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if I have not accomplished anything else, 
I h-.we at least secured an expression where it seemed to me a bill 
was about to be passed that none of us tenderfeet knew anything 
about; and having taken a poll, I am quite willing, so far as I am 
concerned, to accept the testimony of these gentlemen, who ought 
to know and I believe do know; and I am quite content to vote 
with them. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to get a vote some time to-night, 
yet I do not wish to cut off any amendments. If I may be per
mitted to yield for an amendment without losing the floor, I 
would like to do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With the consent of the gentle
man from New York [Mr. SHERMAN], the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. EDDY] to offer an amend
ment and speak upon it. · 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is satisfactory to me. 
Mr. EDDY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 16 strike out in line 10 the words "only by separate sealed bids'' 

and substitute therefor the words "at public auction to the highest bidder.'' 
At the end of line 16, page 16, strike out the word "seal." 

Mr. EDDY. Mr. Speaker, the conditions surrounding these 
Indian reservations in Minnesota are probably without parallel 
in any other Indian reservation in the United States. The In
dians living on these reservations possess millions of dollars' 
worth of property, and ye are in a condition of absolute destitu
tion. 

Many of them have made considerable progress in civilization 
and are willing and anxious to work; yet with an abundance of 
work ready for them, with men standing ready to go in and op
erate in this timber and furnish them with constant employment 
and pay them good wages, they are absolutely deprived of the 
means of subsistence. 

It is not n ecessary for me to go into a detail of the condition 
of these r eservations or to take into consideration the law of 1889. 
I will say in general terms that I am in favor of this bill. But 
this proposition to sell this timber under sealed bids is an entire 
departure from all previous practices of the United States Gov
ernment, with but a single reg·ulation. and that a regulation not 
provided for by statute. I refer to the Menomonee Reservation 
in Wisconsin. 

Those gentlemen who have been here at previous meetings of 
the House · when Indian affairs were under consideration have 
noticed that when any of these numerous bills opening up reserva
tions have come before us they have always provided for a dis
posal of the property by public auction. 

There are four classes of people, Mr. Speaker, who are anxious 
to purchase and operate in this timber. It must be borne in 
mind that this pine timber is situated differently from any other 
pine timber in the country. It i& suuounded by farming lands. 
There is a desire on the part of the farmers to go in there and 

purchase small quantit.ies of land, to erect temporary mills, and 
manufacture lumber and sell it to theil· farmer friends and 
for their own use in the erection of buildings upon their farm
steads. 

The second class of people who desire this lumber are the small 
loggers. They desire to go in there and purchase perhaps 160 
acres, or possibly less , of this pine land, and log it on their own 
account. The thil·d class of people who desire to control this 
pine and manufacture the pine are the large lumber corporations 
of Minnesota, Iowa, Wisconsin, and Michigan. · • 

Now, I am not concerned at all about those corporations. They 
are perfectly able to take care of themselves under ·any kind of 
law that we may enact. They have been able to take care of 
themselves under any kind of a law that ever has been enacted, 
and will continue to take care of themselves under any law that 
will be enacted in the future; but the men whom I am anxious 
about are the small men. 

They not only want the right to bid on this land, but they want 
the right to know what the other people are bidding and they 
want the right to raise their own bids, and consequently every one 
of this class of people-and I have received scores of letters on 
this question-is anxious to have this timber sold at public 
sale. , 

I desire to say in anticipation of the opposition which will be 
urged against this amendment, namely, the fact that the Secre
tary of the Interior is very strongly Qpposed to this amendment, 
and also that a majority of the Committee on Indian Affairs are 
opposed to it, but that a very great majority of all of the Minne
sota delegation were originally in favor of the public sale, and I 
want to say further that all the people in the country where this 
land is situated, or a very large majority of them, are in favor 
of the amendment, and I want to say when it comes to a mat
ter of the disposition of the pine timber, I think the judg
ment of the men living in the vicinity of the lands, men who are 
accustomed to timber operation all their lives, is better than the 
judgment of the Secretary of the Interior. 

I believe that my own judgment, having spent twenty years in 
the pine woods, is better in the matter of the disposition of pine 
timber than is the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior, who 
probably was never in the pine woods in his life. Now, the ob
jection urged against the open bids or the public auction on be
half of the Secretary of the Interior lies in the fact that there will 
be collusion. 

He says that if we have open bids and the public auction there 
will be no collusion. It is possible that there. may be collusion, 
but every single argument which may be advanced in favor of 
forming collusion at open public sale can be advanced also as 
against sealed bids. There will not be more than a dozen differ
ent corporations outside of the individual small bidders, among 
whom no collusion can be formed, bidding on this timber. 

I would like to have some one explain to me why these corpora- · 
tions could not get together and make an agreement under sealed 
bids as well as they could on open bids. There is this difference 
between the two, that if the bids are sealed they are opened by 
public officers and no one will ever know under heaven, except 
the officers and the men who form the collusion, what those bids 
are. 

On the other hand, if we have an open public sale and there is 
collusion and people do not enter into competition with one an
other, that combination will be patent to everybody who· attends 
the sale, ~nd practically everybody who is interested will attend 
the sale. I do not believe that it is good business. I do not believe 
that there is a person on the floor of this House who, if he wanted 
to sell his household furniture at auction, would advertise in the 
papers that he would receive sealed bids for the same. 

I believe a better price will be received by public auction, for 
the simple reason that if I bid $10 a thousand in a sealed bid for 
a piece of this timber I am absolutely precluded from raising my 
own bid. Suppose there be a public auction, and suppose a gen
tleman enters into competition with me at public auction, and I 
bid $9.50 a thousandforthat timber. He bids 10,and thereupon 
I can raise that to $11, and so on. There is another thing I wish 
to say. 

I do not believe that any transaction of the Government, of any 
kind or character, should be crowded under the cloak of secrecy. 
I do not believe we should have any sealed transactions on the 
part of the Government. I believe that an open and public sale 
will bring a batter price for the timber; I believe it is the only kind 
of a transaction that will enable the sma1J. bidder to stand the 
slightest show of getting any portion of this timber, and I believe 
it will be better for all parties concerned. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. BRoWN] five minutes. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, the question involved in the man
ner qf the sale of the timber under this bill is, in my judgment, one 
of the gravest importance, and I sincerely believe that if the bill 
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should be a.mended iu, accordance with the. proposal of the distin
guished gentlemaE. £rom Minnesota [Mr. EDDY], making, the sale 
at public auction iQ.stead of by sealed bids, tP.e-force and e:ij:ect of 
the bill would be lost. 

This bill ha.s beeu given more tilp.e an,d careful consideration 
than any othm: bill which has come befOi·e the Indian Committee 
at this session, and I can say that it has rec~iveq tl;t.e unanim-ous 
support of the committee :i:n ~U pru.:ticnl~rs, with this one excep
tion; and I think when this partj.cnlar matter was brought before 
the committee there was but one vote against the sealed-bid 
proposition.. -

],11·. EDPY. I should like to call the gentle:r.nan..'s attention to 
the fact that at the meeting of' that committee there were only 
nine· members present, of whom four voted in favor of the bil~. 
two against it an~ t he balance did not vote. 

1\Ir. BROWN .. Well, M1;. Speaker previous to that time the 
bill had been considered by the full commjttee,. with the excep
tion of t'Q.~ gentlel!lan from Minnesota [Mr. E.DDY], who was ab
sent, and the bill as amended was reported without a dissenting 
vote. 

The committee have reLied sotp.ewhat O!l the judgment of the 
S~retary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs~ 
and at this time I wish to read some extracts from a correspond
e;uce which passed between the~ ComnP.ss:lo11er ot Indian Affairs 
and the Secretary of the Interior, and also fl·om a letter·addressed 
to tne chaJ.:rma"G. of the Committee on II!.<Uan Affairs by the Secre-
tary of the Interi.or. . 

Mr. EDDY. 1\fr. Speaker, I should like to have the gentleman 
state before he reads that letter that this was purely voluntary 
on the part of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Sec
retary of the Intertor,. and not. at the requ.est of any m.ember of 
the committee. 

Mr. BROWN. I can not say withrega:r<t to tha.t, Mr. SIJeaker, 
but I presume tlta.t. it was for the reaso:Q t:b.at the Commi~sioner 
of Indian Affairs. is very. much in favor or the sealed-bid propo
sition. The letter fi·om th,e Conu:nissiqne1: o(' Ip.dian.. Affairs in. 

The. letter from the Secretary of the Interior to th.e chairman of 
· the Com,mittee- on Indian Affailrs is as follows:· 

DEPARTliiE~"'T OF THE lNTERIIOR. 
Wa.shi.ngton, JJ.me 11, 1002.. 

The CH,AIJtMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives. 

Srn: I have the ho:Q.or to tra.J!,Smit h~rewith a.copy,o1i a report of- the 9th 
instant from the Commissioner of Indian Af[aiJ;s, sta.ting that he baa in
formal inforiP.a.tion that some of tho members of the HouBe Committee on 
Indian Affa:iPs seriously obj€ct to the amendment to H. R. 10i89, "A bill to 
amend an Q.Ct entitled '.An ~ct for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa. 
Indians in the State of :nlinnesota,' approved January 14, 1889," which was 
recommended by his office and the Department, and provides that the pine 
timbell oD>thaceded larnds on the vapious Indian reservations in Minnesota 
shall, be sold; "upon ~aled bids, to the highest bidde1:s, with· the right to re
ject an~ and all bids.'' 

The Commissioner is stron~JlY opposed. tc> the sale of this timber at public 
auction; holds· that if it is disposed of competition i&.stifl.ed a.n<1the forzna.. 
tion of pools, combination.;;, a;nd cliq_ues t--o keep dow_n the prices to be. paid is 
invited an. G. encouraged a,nd. believes it would be unwise and detrimental to 
the best interests of the Chip:pewa Indians of Minnesota. to strike from H. R. 
10789, wherever they ap:pear, 1f the bill bas been amended, the w.ords • upon1 
sea].ed bids." and insat:t m lieu the words "atpublioauction." If the bill· has 
not been amended by striking out the words d at pu.blic auction,, whenever 
and wherevt')r they appea;r, be reeommends that it be done and the words~ 
"upon seaJed bids·" be inserted in their stead. 

The timber cut upon the Menominee Reservation. in Wisconsin bas for 
years been sold "upon sealed bids," after due advertisement, and the prices 
received are believed to have been better than could have been obtained by 

•sale "at public auction,'' More competition ap.d less chances fOI• ·combina
tions, ~seems to me, is,had; by this method.~ and I concur in the views of the 
Commissipner and recommend that the sales of this timber be made •• upon 
seale(!. bids to the highest bidder or biddercs, with the right to reject any and 
alL bids," aruf.that the billl!. R. 10789 so :[ffiovide. 

Very respectfully, 
. E . A. HITCHCOCK, Secreta1~ 

Mr. EDDY. Does. the gentlema.n from Wisconsin, mean to~ say 
that if this amen-dm~nt is. pa.ssed the· Sec:~;etary of the Intel'ior 
would: refuse to carry o'Qci{ the law? 

p.art reads a:a follows: 

Mr-. BROWN. 'J;:h~ SecreW.1~y;· o_f the Interior has ,. I u.nde-Fstand-.. 
on othe:n occasions . ~efo.se(L to carey. into effect th~ provisions of 
certain: laws· with regar;d to this sa.m.e· timber; and being as. 
strongly prejudiced in. (ayor of sealed bids as he is, I am of the 
opinioi); that this law ne:v:er· w,octlP., be ca:r:ried into. effect if this 

w A.sHmG.ToN, June 9, 1902. ' provision. was put into the bill, as. suggested by;-the gentleman. 
Th~ SECRETARY~ oF "~:HE INTERIO~; The. Sec1:etary of the Interior would. undoubtedlv proceed to 

Sm: advertise the. ti:r;D.ber, but in.IP:Y opinion the sales, wollld neveli be. 
I a.~ advised~at the m!':Obers ot-S:id comnri:tee-wh<>~pose the, :ru€·o€- con.stunmate~ for. the reasoQ t'Q.f;!,t·Qompi:Q.a,tiollfl woulQ, be !.oJ?lle<l 

the tim bel' U;POn • • sealed bids •' d.esiFe tha-t 1\be wo1~di • • at public a uot:lon, be to keep the pnce down, the lands would be parceled out to differ
not eliminated, and tbat the ~or~ above quoted be not insed:.ed ·in lieu , ent s..yndi~{kte~· 3illd all ele:tnents of competition removed, and the 
thereof wherever t)ley appear m sa1d_H. R. 10789. . f p:dces. off~red would be so inadequate that the Secretary: of the. 

I am absolutely and unalterably opposed to the en;tctm.ent of any legiSla- . · · · · .;..,-d ·• · the. h. · · · · h' 
tion the provisi<>ns of which. will J?ermit or requil.!e the sale at pu:blic a.uc'tion ! In.teno1· w-o~ e::;erCls~ aut or1cy gl\\en un. under the terms 
of t4e pine ~ber o~. sai_d ceded. ~n~. There can not be a. single ~eason ~- · of the bill and refuse to accept the offers. As. a result the ques:
vall:eed t~nding to~stabhsh tha.t the ti-mber should be sol~ a.t publi~ !tuction. · tion woul,{t again be :~:efened to Congress. for pra.cticalle~slation 
which does not with greater force, ~vcy to the sealed-b10! proposition and i A .;~~- to · 1...~-1- I de 1~~-b,~ inf · +'h~ . • o. ·' 
sh<>w tb£ lattei'to be..a more just, eq;Uita.bl,e, ~d busineSs method. · ' . :CCOrUll!Lg · W.LU:i;~J . e:rp. rel.U:I! ~ . ormation, WJ.t:<re·lS apprmn· 

If. the timbel' ~sold on sea~ed bids, the. bids wip.·be OJ.>anedin public, ~d -
1
• ma.te1y. 2,00Q,OOO,OOO·feet of pine timber on the Leech Lake Res~r· 

any mterested pe-:rson wh<? de;sll'es to be pr~ .ent will n:ndbubtedly.be permit- , vation 300 000 000 on the Red Lake Reservation, and 200 000 000 
ted to do so, as well as will, mall proba.btli!qr,_ new@aper men, ~d otJ!~rs 1 th 'Whi''t E' rth R ti h' h · h · · ' ' · interested in the· welfare of the Chippewa Indians. on e e a . . :eserva Qn, w w , at t e nnn1mum pnce 

Iii the J?ine timber is. sold on sealed_ bids COII!-peti~iye :t>i~d.~l'S will have ~0 ! ~~<l m the bill, sl}.,-oulQ: bring to the United,. States Treasury' (or 
opp~rtumt:v to.ascertam ~h~ amount of ~ny lnd, whrle ~ 1tr IS. sold at public . the use and benefit of the Chippewa In<llan.s in ~nesota from 
auction. eacn a.nd every bidder pr-esent will know· the pnce off-ered b~ every. ! 1 d h If il . f a· - . . ". . . ,, . 
other biddet"> If sold on sealed bi.ds, competition, is-invited. If s.old, at pub- two to twe ve an a a m lions o oliars. 
lie a.u~tion,. competj:tion. is stifi~d al).d the f~rii_la?o~ of pools, combinatiOns, i Itt seems to me that to- put UJ! for sale at public auction the 
and cliques to keeJ? down the prices to be- paad. IS rnVIted and e-nconrag-ed. amount of valuable property to be, sold. a.ftei; the manner of <Us-

This reference in this letter does away with the suggestion ; posing of a lot of seco~~-hand fm:~ture to the highest bidder is 
made by the ge;o.tle~an that tl;Le bid.$ would be considered in se- ; ~ J;re~osterotLS propo~:t.tion. ~he timber: should- be sold: fo±· what 
cret by those who were autho~ized to receive thePl for the Gov- i 1t IS WOlfu,. and: I believe th~t ifthB sale 1s propedy handled under 

· e1~ent. · - · .. · · · · ; t4.e provisions of this. bill the Goverrunent can realize as much as 
The Commissione1,· further says.: : individuf)ols could with a like amount of property. These Indians 
It is the dut; ~f. the Government toobtain,foPtl;le ~nefitof the Chippewa. i are heirs of a vast estate, and the Government is in the position 

Indians of Minnesota., the best possible price for the timber on the ceded ! of administrator for them. and should proceed on business lines to 
lands, and totbatend:thebestmodeof obtainingtbatpriceshould.beadopted. j realize the most possible for them. 
I feel positive that the sealed-bid method is far superior in every·l'espect to : In ord. er th. at the House may be inform~d as t(} the provisions· 
the public-auction method. ' 1 · 

If a R-.10789 ha!?- been or sha;Il be amended, as l'ecommended by this office I of the law which, the bill proposes to amend, it might be well to 
and the Department. the words "and til;n.bei·"· have been or should be in- go over the proposed substitute in order to properly explain its 
serted after the word' lands," in line. 1, section 7, of the. acto! January 14. provisions. The bill tmder consideration is reported by the com-
1889, above q,noted. m. view of the foreg.oing I have th-e honor to request and recommend that mittee as a substitute for Senate bill 4284, and in terms amends 
yon advise the chairman of-the Honse Committee on Indian. Affairs that the what is known as the Nelson Act, which was ''An act for the re-
Depaa•tment believes it would be unwise and detrimental to the best inter- 1· f .;~ · ·1· t' f th Ch' I a· · th St t f M' ests of the ChipJ,lewa Indians of Minnesota. to strike from H. R. 10789, wh.er- '. 'le an~· ClVl I?:a lOll o e · lppewa n mns m e a: eo Ill· 
ever th,ey appear, if the bill h~ been. amended, tb~words "upQn sealed · nesota "app1·oved Janaary 14, 1889, under which the pine timber 
bids" and insert in lien thereof the words • at public auction;" a.nd, further, ' belonging to the 0hippewas of Minnesota has been partly dis-
that if said bill bas not been amended by striking out the words" at public d f f tll. · b fit · th .~< t h b · f auction" whenever and. wherever they appear· therein and inserting. in their pose 0 . or neu· ene smce au ac as een In orce. 
stead the words "upon sealed bids" it be d.one. The Nelson Act has proved to the satisfaction of those who. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, ; have had the enforcement of its provisions in charge to be en-
W. A. JONES, Commissi-oner. ; tirely inadequate: and has shown conclusively that the interests· 

~ow, M:~:. Speaker, the letter written by tb.e S.ecretary of the of the In,dians can not be cared! for under it. To quote from the 
Interior to the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs · i Indian agent at Leech Lake, as found in his report to the Com"' 
comes out very strongly in favor of sealed bids. In fact, in my ; missioner of Indian Affairs, dated August 15, 1899, he said: 
judgment. I do not think that the Interior Department would Soon after my arrival here Inspector N·e ler and Special Agent Jenkins 
cp.rry the law into effect if it was passed without thl.s- provision, . arrived at the agency for the purpo e of making an investiga.tion of the con
for combinations would be foxmed to: keep the pric;:e. d.own, and 1 ditions existing here, and pa.1·ticularly w.ith re, pect to the workjug of the 
with the powers g1·ven to the Secreta.ry of the. Interior under this ' timber operations for the past logging season, which included the logging of , dead and down timber only. 
bill he. W-Ould not. sanction sales where fr~ud col;l].d be shqwn.. A thol'ough investigation w~ made by them. As the details will appear 

/ 
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in their own reports, I do not consider it necessary: to set f01'th the results 
het·e further than to say that there were collected and turned over to me 
for deposit to the credit of the Chippewa Indians S-35,113.4'7 as a r ult of tim
ber unlawfully cut from the resei-.ations. The collection of this money 
offers, to those who were not by expel'ience already aware of the fact, ev1-
dence that the provisions of the law of Jammry 14,1889, are impracticable 
and unbusinesslike when put to the test of actual operation. 

. Section 1 of the Nelson Act provided for ·the appointment of 
. three commissioners by the President to negotiate with the Chip
lJewa Indians of Minnesota for the complete cession and relin
quishment, in writing. of all their title and interest in and to all 
the reservations of said Chippewa Indians in Minnesota, except 
the Wl;rite Earth and Red Lake reservations, and so much of 
these two reservations as, in the judgment of the Commission, 
was not required to make and fill-allotments, as provided by this 
and other existing act . It also provided for taking a census of 
each tribe or band of the Indians in order to ascertain whether 
the requisite two-thirds would yield and give their assent to the 
relinquishment, and for the purpose of making the allotments 
and payments which were provided for in the other sections of 
the act. 

Section 2 provided for a bond and oath to be given by the com
mi ioners befGre entering upon their duties., and also named the 
compen ation which they were to receive. 

Section 3 provided that as soon as the cession and relinquish
ment in accordance with the provisions of section 1 was obtained 

· that all of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, except 
those on the Red Lake Reservation, should be removed to the 
White Earth Reservation, and that allotments should be made to 
the Red Lake Indians on the Red Lake Reservation and to all 
other Indians on the White Earth Reservation. It was provided 
also that such allotments should be made in conformity with the 
act of February 8, 1887, entitled "An act for the allotment of 
lands in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and to 
extend the protection of the la s of the United States and the 
Tenitories over the Indians, and for other purposes.'' 

The bill under consideration does not change the provisions of 
the first three sections of the Nelson Act in any particular. The 
committee propo ed rather to have the Interior Department pur
sue its present policy in regard to cession and relinquishment, as 
well as in making allotments which we understand is proving 
satisfactory to the Indians and is t·egarded by the officials in 
charge as the best procedure. 

The bill, therefore, which is before the House, as far as changes 
in existing laws are concexned, has to do principally with the 
disposal of the pine· hence the changes made apply chiefly to sec
tions 4 and 5 of the Nelson Act. 

Section 1 of the bill u~der consideration substitutes for section 
4 of the Nelson Act a provision for a suTvey of the lands, which 
shall be filed in the General Land Office and approved by the 
Commissioner, after which the Secretary of the Interior shall ap
point a sufficient numbel' of competent and experienced timber 
examiners, who shall make a thorough examination of the lands 
by 40-acretracts. These examiners. are to keep accurate-minutes 
of the lands on which pine is located, also of lands where there is 
no pine. These repm·ts are to be filed with the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office as a part of the permanent records of his office. 

Copies of these lists a1·e to be transmitted to the Secretary of 
the Interior for his approval. These lists when approved are to 
be filed with the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and 
duplicate lists, with copies of the field notes, surveys, and minutes 
of examination, are to be filed with the register of the local land 
office of the district where the lands are located, and copies of 
the lists are to be furnished to any person applying either by the 
General or local land office. 

This section is plain and specific, and if honest. and competent 
examiners are secured should furnish 1·ecords to the Department 
which will be extremely valuable i:n carrying out all of the pro
visions of the bill. 

Section 2 of the pending bill amends section 5 of theN elson Act 
in such a manner as to provide in detail for the adve1-tising and 
sale of the pine timber, the restrictions under which it is to be 
cut and banked, the manner of scaling in the log, and provision 
is made for the payment of logs as banked. This section provides 
that the pine timber shall be advertised for sale in Govel'DIDent 
sections or pa.rts of sections, and shall be sold under sepamte 
sealed bids for the pine timber on each section, and the Secretary 
of the Interior shall reserve the right to reject any or all of the 
bids; and it further provides that the Secretary of the Interior 
may also receive bids for groups not exceeding 10 sections in any 
one bid-that is, he may receive bids in both ways on the same 
lands-and he is then at liberty to accept whichever bid or bids are 
most advantageous or will bring the most money for such a tract 
of 10 sections. It is also provided that a payment of 20 per cent 
in cash or certified check as a guaranty of good faith ahall ac
company each .bid m· bids. 

In estimating· the value of the timber on any tract of land for 
sale the Sec1·etary of the Interio1· can not figure the Norway pine 
timber at less than $4 per 1,000 feet and the white pine timber at 
not less than $5 per 1,000 feet. It is also provided that the Secre
tary of the Interior may permit sawmills to be erected on any 
tract for the manufacture of the timber on the rese~vations. This 
provision was inserted in order to give the Indians employment, 
if, in the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior, the interests 
of the Indians would be best subserved'by so doing. This section 
also provides for a wide advertisement of sales in order to secure 
numerous bidders, and thereby secure competition which will in
sm·e the sale of the timber at the highest possible price. 

The :purchaser is authorized to cut and remove the timber un
der the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, and must remove 
as far as possible the liability of fire destroying the timber by 
burning or removing a sufficient amount of the tops and refuse, 
which, if left on the ground, would be a constant danger, as most 
of the fires which have heretofore destroyed standing timber have 
started and grown into destructive conflagrations by the burning 
of refuse which was left on the ground after the completion of 
logging operations. 

It is further provided that all the merchantable pine timber, 
whether the same be green or dead, standing or fallen, shall be 
logged under rules and regulations to be lcid down by the Secre
tary of the Interio:t·, and that the logs shall be scaled by Scrib
ner's rule for the merchantable lumber they will produce, this 
record to give the number, mark, and scale in feet of each log. 
The scale books are at all times to be open to the inspection of 
any authorized Government representative or to the check scaler 
to be appointed at the request of the chiefs of said bands or tribes 
of the Chippewa Indians of the State of Minnesota. 
· Provision is also made fo;r the disposal of the lands from which 
the timber is cut and removed. They are to be treated as either 
for~try or agricultm·allands, the forestry lands to be under the 
supervision of the Forester of the Department of Agriculture and 
the agricultural lands to be opened to homestead entry in the 
usual manner. This bill is presented for yom· consideration as 
the composite judgment of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
There are a few provisions which some members would have pre
f~rred to have eliminated and some which others would like to 
have had incorporated in the bill. On the whole, it is the best we 
have to offer at this time. We have studied the question care~ 
fully and have endeavored to meet the necessities of the case. 

In the judgment of the committee, if due diligence is exercised 
by the allthorities in the employment of honest and competent 
scalers, and if their work is proper~y supervised under the safe
guards provided in this measm·e, the probability of fraudulent 
and dishonest scales will be reduced to a minimum, and if frauds 
are attempted they can and will be speedily detected. 

I sincerely trust, Mr. Speaker, that the substitute bill will 
pass as reported by the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman fTom 
Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEYl. 

1\Ir. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the question 
involved in the amendment proposed by my colleague [Mr. E.DDY l 
is a very simple one, and one that every member of the House 
can very readily understand. There is to be sold for the benefit 
of the Indians certain property held in tru t for them, The ques
tion is whether or not it would be more to the advantage of the 
Indians to have that property sold secretly, by private bids, m· 
sold openly and at public auction. 

You will notice on page-15, section 5, or section 2 of the bill
That whenever, and as often as the survey, examination, and lists of 

lOO,(XX} aores of said pine lands or of a less quantity, in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Interior, have been made and approved, the Secretary of 
the Inte1·ior shall be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to sell, under 
such rules and regulations as he may Jlrescribe, and at such times and places 
as he may designate, to be sealed under Scribner's rules in the log after be
ing cut. 

These bids must be made, these offers to purchase must be 
made, for the number of feet in the log-the actual number of 
feet according to Scribner's scale which the log contains-and 
then the purchaser obtains his property. Under the present law 
after the estimates were made there was a public sale, at pub
lic auction, of 40-acre tracts of timber at so much per thousand 
feet for the standing timber thereon. 

Under that practice there was no doubt a great deal of the 
timber that was sold fm·less than it was worth; but it was the 
fault of the estimators, and was not due. to the fact that it was a 
public sale. Under this bill the proposition is to sell the number 
of feet in the log after it is cut. Under this provision or amend
ment they must nece sarily pay for every foot of timber in every 
log that is purchased. 

Mr. MONDELL. Under the present law how is the number 
of feet on the acre determined? 

;M:r. TAWNEY. Under the present law the numbeT ot feet 
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standing is ascertained by cruisers, as they were called; estimators, 
who estimate the timber on the ground, and it was upon that esti
mate the timber has heretofore been sold. 

Mr. MONDELL. In 40-acre tracts? 
Mr. TAWNEY. In 40-acre tracts. 
Mr. MONDELL. So that the highest bidder got the timber, 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o'clock and 36 
minutes p . m.) the House adjQurned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock 
noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
then? Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com-

Mr. TAWNEY. The highest bidder got the timber. munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
Mr. MONDELL. The man who bid the largest lump sum got follows: 

the tract? A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. The only question, Mr. Speaker, is of a communication from the Secretary of the Smithsonian Insti

whether or not it would be, as I said at the beginning, more to tution submitting an estimate of appropriation for· purchase of 
the advantage of the Indian and for the interest of all concerned the butterflies and moths of the late Herman Strecker-to the 
to sell this property at public sale than at private sale under Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
sealed bids. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 

In the judgment of the ·majority of the members of our dele- of a communication from the Attorney-General submitting an 
gation it will, for then every person has an opportunity to bid estimate of appropriation for court-house and jail at Juneau, 
and there is open competition in the sale of the property, which, Alaska-to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
I believe, will result in securing for the Indians much more for printed. 
their property than can be obtained under sealed bids. For that A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
reason I favor the amendment of my colleague. copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
1 

submitting an estimate of appropriation for vaults in public 
Minnesota. buildings at St. Paul, Minn.-to the Committee on Appropriations, 

1\ir. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was brought to and ordered to be printed. 
the House the Minnesota delegation, every member of the dele- A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
gation, favored the bill with the proposal for public sale. The copy of a communication from the Attorney-General submitting 
bill was amended in the committee to sealed bids by some influ- an estimate of appropriation for contingent expenses, Depart
ences surrounding that committee and some members of the Min- ment of Justice-to the Committee on Appropriations, and or
nesota delegation with which I am not familiar, not being a dered to be printed. 
member of that committee. They have changed the proposal so 
as to sell this timber by sealed bids. 

Now I recognize that here is ten or perhaps twelve or fifteen REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
million dollars' worth of property to be sold, and, in my judg- RESOLUTIONS. 
ment, the only fair way to sell this property is to sell it at public Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bifls and resolutions of the follow-
auction to the highest bidder. They have provided in this bill ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
that it shall not bring less than $4 a thousand feet for hard pine the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
and $5 for white pine, and reserve the right to reject any and all follows: 
bids. Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, from the Committee on Indian Af-

I can hardly conceive why any committee, or even the Secre- fairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11807) to 
tary of the Interior, would want to make a private sale and pri-' open for settlement 25:000 acres of land in the Kiowa, Comanche, 
vate sealed bids of property of this kind. In my judgment and and Apache Indian reservations in Oklahoma Territory, reported 
understanding, it would be much better fo and more to the in- the same with amendment, accompanied by a · report (No. 2569), 
terest of the ·people connected with the lumber business, and which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
more satisfactory to me and, I believe, to every member of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
delegation in both branyhes of Congress; and if they were left Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
alone to their own judgment, as they were in the commencement Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the S~nate (S. 3651) 
of this bill, they would favor the public sale. appropriating the sum of $3,000 a year fqr the support and main-

! hope the amendment offered by my colleague will be adopted. tenance of the permanent international commission of the con
I see the chairman of the committee is in a good deal-of a hurry, gresses of navigation, and for other purposes, reported the same 
and I will not take up further thne. I hope the amendment will without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2581); which 
be adopted. said bill and report _were referred to the Committee of the Whole 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I now yield two minutes to the House on the state of the Union. 
gentleman from New Y OI'k [Mr. FITZGERALD]. Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I hope the amendment which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5212) granting to 
offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. EDDY] will fail, the State of California 640 acres of land in lieu of section 16, town
for it will take all the merit, in my judgment, out of this bill. ship 7, range 8 east, San Bernardino meridian, State of Califor
The great scandal that arose from the selling of the Minnesota nia, now occupied by the Torros band or village of Mission In
Indians' timber came from selling it at public auction. dians, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 

I have the conference that took place between the Secretary of a report (No. 2586); which said bill and repor t were referred to 
the Interi01· and the members of the Minnesota delegation, and the Committee of the Whole HollSe on the state of ..the Union. 
the gentleman from Minnesota stated that the chief objection in Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on .Ways and Means, 
selling the timber is in selling the timber at public auction. He to which · was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4139) to 
further stated" I would have him confer these contracts on the diminish the number of appraisers at the ports of Philadelphia 
highest bidders on sealed bids, reserving the right to reject any and Boston, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by 
and all bids." He said there were four things that ought to go a report (No. 2587); which said bill and report were referred to 
into the bill. One was that timber should be sold on sealed the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
bids. He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

Now, if the timber of the Chippewas is to be sold for the sole bill of the House (H .. R. 4346) to amend se?tion 2743 of ti?-e R~vised 
benefit of the lumbermen of Minnesota, then the amendment Statutes of the Umted S~tes, ~oncermng the exan;nnatwn of 
should prevail. If it is to be sold for the best in~erests of the drugs, reported the s_ame ~th !lmendment, accompamed by are
people of the entire United States and for the Indians, the pro- 1 port (No. 2588); which sa1d b1ll and report were referred to the 
vision of the committee should be kept there, and this amend- House Calendar. 
ment should be voted down. I hope the House will stand by the 1\Ir. SWANSON , from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
committee. which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14801) to make 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the bill and ~ilmington, N.C., a po~t thr_ough which .merchandise may be 
amendments to its final passage. rmported for transportation Without appraisement, reported the 

The question was taken, and the previous question was ordered. sa~e wit~wu~ amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2590); 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment to the whiCh said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

committee amendment offered by the gentleman from Minne- Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
sota. . was referred the bill of the House (H. R . 12270) to provide for 

The question was taken· and on a division (demanded py Mr. the allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians in the State of 
FLETCHER) there were 22 ~yes and 47 noes. New York, and extend the protection of the laws of the United 

l\Ir. FLETCHER. I make the point of no quorum, Mr . States and of the State of New York over such Indians, and for 
Speaker. other purposes, reported the same with amendments, accompanie<J 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now by a report (No. 2591); which said bill and report were. referred to 
adjourn. the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 

RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Ru1e XIII, private bills and resolutions of 

the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY,from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6110) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles A. Cooke, reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2570)-; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5045) grant
ing an increase of pension to Mary A. :Moore, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2571); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, fTom the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1944) granting an 
increase of pension to Ann E. Tillson, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2572); which said bill 
and report were refened to the Privat~ Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5133) grant
ing an increase of pension to Augusta Neville Leary, reported the 
same without amendment, a.ccompanied by a report (No. 2573); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1929) granting 
an increase of pension, t.o Peter Tuper, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2574); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12701) granting 
a pension to Milton Noakes, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2575); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13000) grant
ing an increase of pension toM. J. Cohn, reported the same with 
amendments, a.ccompanied by a report (No. 2576); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was refen·ed the bill of' the House (H. R. 12709) 
granting a pension to Thomas Alton, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2577); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9977) granting a pension to Minerva 
Robinson, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2578); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5918) granting a pension to Margaret 
Fox, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 2579); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10663) grant
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin H. Downing, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2580); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN~ from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 294) referring _cer
tain bills of the House to the Court of Claims, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2582); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 623) 
gt·anting a pension to Susan Kennedy, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2583); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13955) granting 
an increase of pension to Jesse A. Mcintosh, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2584); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5214) for the relief of 
the Columbia Brewing Company, of Shenandoah, Pa., reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2585); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1~945) gt·ant
ing an increase of pension to Edward T. Durant, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 2589); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
8280) granting a pension to James W. Perkins, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Ru1e XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 15154) authorizing the Sec
retary of the Treasury to fix the salaries of the deputy collectors 
of customs at the subports of Tacoma and Seattle, in the State of 
Washington , and repealing all laws inconsistent therewith-to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. -

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 15155) to refund the amount of 
duties paid on merchandise brought into the United States from 
Porto Rico between April11, 1899, and May 1, 1900, and also on 
merchandise brought into the United States from the Philippine 
Islands between April 11, 1899, and March 8, 1902, and for other 
purposes-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By :Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 15156) to complete the inves
tigation of the claims of the Des Moines River land settlers in 
the State of Iowa-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: A bill (H. R. 15157) to auth01ize the 
appointment of boards of investigation and arbitration, and to 
define their powers and duties-to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 15158) to provide for 
the temporary government and the permanent independence of 
the Philippine Archipelago-to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: A bill (H. R. 15159) to regulate the immi
gration of aliens into the United States-to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 15160) to put in force in the 
Indian Territory ceTtain provisions of the laws of Arkansas re
lating to conveyances of real estate, and to make said provisions 
applicable to said Territory-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: A resolution (H. Res. 310) providing for em
ployment of a stenographer in 9ffice of Journal clerk during re
mainder of the first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress-to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A resolution (H. Res. 311) for the considera
tion of Senate joint resolution (S. R. 8) construing the act of June 
27, 1890, and for other purposes-to the Committee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Ru1e XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 15161) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of T. L. Walker, deceased-to the Commit
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: A bill (H. R. 15162) to correct the mil
itary record of Shadrack F. Brown-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 15163) granting a pension to 
James P. Roberts-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 15164) granting a pension to 
Electa L. Willard-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 15165) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of John H. Mcin
tyre-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 15166) granting a pension to 
Enoch J. Evans-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (H. R. 15167) granting a pension to 
Patrick Grogan-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15168) granting a pension to William M. 
Heaton-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15169) granting a pension to J"ohn Gorden
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, !1 bill (H. R. 15170) granting an increase of pension to 
Timothy Owsley-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15171) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph B. Slaughter-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15172) for the relief of William Noble Me
Clelland-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 15173) granting an increase of 
pension to Ellen E. Lee-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 15174) to confirm the title to 
lots 3, 4 , and 5, in square 979, in the city of. Washington, in the Dis
trict of Columbia-to the Committee on the Distl·ict of Columbia. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 15175) granting an 
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increase of pension. to William H. Bland-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\fr'. T.A: WNEY~ A bill (H. R. 151<76)- granting an. incxease 
of pension to Jo!m. Gibson-to the Cemmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 15177) granting an in
crease of pension to S. A. Mer1ill-to the.. Committee on fuvalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15178) granting an increase of pension to 
James-R. Scarfe-to the Committee on Invalid PensionsA 

Alsu, a bill (H. R. 15179) gJ:anting an increase of pension to 
Lieut. Horace A. Russell-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15180) granting an increase of pension to 
Eleanore C. Ransom-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15181) granting an increase oi pension to 
Ashley A. Youmans-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of: Minnesota: A bill (H. R.15182) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis W. Seeley-to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr.. APL.I:N": A bill (H. R. 15183) granting a pension to 
William. Gregory-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 15184) granting an increase 
of pension to J o.seph V .. Howell-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1518.5) granting an increase of pension to 
James Barr-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.15186) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
J Nichals-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under ciause 1 of Rule XXII~ thefollowingpetitions and papers 

were. laid on the Clerk'"s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolutions of joint convention of 

ban.ke.rs' associations of Kansas, Missouri, Indian Territory, and 
Oklahoma, opposing the branch banking bill-to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also. protest of the. Pur& Oil Company 1 of Pittsburg, Pa., against 
the. passage of the ship-subsidy bill-to the Committee on the 
l\!e.rchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the H. D. Lee Mercantile Company, Salina, 
Kans .• favoring the Hepburn. pure-food bill-to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Kansas State Temperance Union, Topeka, 
Kans. in relation to a revenue tax from liquor sellers-to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Papers to accompany Hons.& bill granting 
a pension to James P. Roberts-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Petition of citizens of Detroit, Mich., for 
the relief of Mrs Electa L Willard-to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petition of Post No. 250.. of Rose
lawn Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, 
favoring a bill to modify the pension laws-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions.. 

By Mr. FOSS~ Petition of 200 citizens of Chicago, ill , favoring 
House bill7486, for the promotion of the efficiency of the clet:ical 
service of the Navy, etc.-to the Committeaon Naval Affairs.. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolution of Dodge Post, NoL 132, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Nashua, Iowa, approving the conduct of 
the United States. in the wax with Spain, the insurrection in the 
Philippines, and in China-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr .. HOWELL: Petitions of Brewery Workers of Trenton; 
Martin Cooke Association. of Hoboken~ and M'meral Mine Work
ers' UnionofPorl Oram, N.J .• for increase of pay of letter car
riers-to- the Committee on the :Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of Iowa State Federation of La
bor protesting against the treatment of mechanics and laborers 
in the arsenal at Rock Island, lll.-to the Committee on Militacy 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KERN: Petition of New Athens 1\Iilling Company, of 
New Athens, ID., urging Congress to establish reciprocal rela
tions with Germany on finish.ed p.roducts-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PALMER: Petition of M.S. Palmer, I. E. Finch, and 
othe1: citizens of Luzerne County Pa., urging the passage of 
Senate bill18UO, the per diam pension. bill-to the Committee on. 
Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Affidavits to accom-pany 
House bill8566., for the relief of Decatur Lodge, No. 52, Inde
pendent Order of Odd Fellows-tq.the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, affidavits to accompany House bill6971, for the relief of 
Bolivar Lodge, No. 127, of Stevenson~ Ala.-to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RUMPLE: Resolution of Iowa State Federation of 
Labor, relative to labor conditions a.t Rock Island Arsenal-to the 
Committee on Labor. 

SENATE. 

THURSDAY, June. lfJ, 1902. 
The Senate met at 11 {}clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev-. F. J. PRETTYMAN, o-f" the eity ef Washington. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Jowmal of yesterday's pro-

ceedings, when, en request of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous 
consent, the- further reading was dispensed with. 

MESS.A..GE FROM THE_ HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills and joint re ol'ution: 

A bill (S. 282) providing fot the appointment of J-ames W. 
Long, late a captain, United States Army, a captain of infantry 
and for placing him on the retired list; ' 

A bill (S. 5906) declaring the Osag~ River to be not a navio-a
ble str~am above the point whers- the lin& between the coUI.ltles 
of Benton and St. Clair crosses said river; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 100) authorizing the· Seoretary ot 
Wa1: to furnish condemned cannon for an equestrian statue oi 
the late Maj. Gen. William J. Sewell, United States Volunteers. 

The message also announced that the- House had agreed tQ. the 
amen_dments of the Se-nate ta- the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 3442) to correct the milita:ry l'ecord of John 
O'Brien; 

A bill (H, R. 3641) for the allowance of certain claims for 
pro:verty" taken for military purposes within the U11ited States 
dnnng the war with Spain, reported by the- Se<tretary of War·, in 
accordance with the requirements of an item contained in the 
sundry civil appropriation act, approved Jnne 6, 1900, authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of War to investigate just claims 
against the United States for privats- property taken and used in 
the military servi-ce within the limits of the United States, eto.; 

A bill (H. R. 91723) granting an honorable- discharge to Levi 
Wells; · 

A bill (H. R. 9870} to eon-ect th"e military record of Reinha.1·d 
Sqhneider; 

A. bill (H. R. 11725) to. amend section 4139 and section 4314 ot 
the Revised Statutes; and 

A bill (H. R. 13204} to provide for refunding taxes paid upon 
legacies and bequest~ for uses of religions, charitable, or educa
tional character, fol' the environment of art, eto., under the act 
of June 13, 1898, 

The message further announced that the- House insists upon its 
amendments to the ~ill (S. 5269.) to p.rovide- a co-mmission to se 
enre plans and designs fo-:ra monument or memorial to the mem
ory of Abraham Lmcoln, late President of the United States, 
disagreed to by- th~ Senate, agrees to the conference asked for b-y 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. McCLEARY, Mr. McC.ALL, and! .Mrr 
WooTEN managers at th& conference on the part oi the House. 

The message also an:nouneed! that th& House- insists upon its
amendments to the- foDo-wing bi)ls, disagreed! to by th~ Senate, 
agrees to the conferences asked for by the- &nate. on the disag~ 
ing votes. of the two Houses thereon, and had a~pointed Mr. 
LouDENSL.A.<'JER~ Mr. BRoMWELL, and Mr: RICHARDSON of Ala~ 
bama managers at the respective confe1-ences on the part of tha 
House.: 

A bill {S. 1225). granting an increase of pension to Clara W~
McNair; 

A bill (ff. 8320} granting an increase oi pension to Adelaide G. 
Hatch; 

A bill (S. 5SW) granting an increase of pension to Clayton P. 
Van Honten; and 

A bill (S. 5856) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. 
Turner. 

The message furthel' announced that thee House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution, in which it reqne ted the con
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9t>\J1) to provide for the sale of the unsold portion 
of the Umatilla Indian Reservation.i 

A bill {H. R. 10698) providing for allotments of lands in sever
alty to the Indians of the Lac Colll'"te ilieille and Lac du Flam
bean reservations, in the Stat& of Wisconsin; 

A bill (H. R. 131'72) to ratify and confirm an agTeement with 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes o-f Indians, and for other 
purpOS6Sj 

A bill (H. R. 13875) authorizing tbe adjustment of rights of 
settlers on the Navajo Indian Reservation, Territory of Arizona~ 

A bill (H. R. 15108) making appropriations to supply deficien
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal yeai ending June 30,1902, 
and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution {H. J. Res. ZOO) amending ~ An act to in, 
.crease the· limit o1 co.st of certain public buildings·, to authorize 

. . 
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